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AJOR MITCHELL, the Compiler of this Work, thi 
it his Duty to make an Apology to the Public, for 
Defects, in Point of Order and Regularity, to be found in 
following Sheets. The Fact is, that as the Major was defirou 
gratify the Anxiety of the Gentlemen in India to perufe the 
liamentary Proceedings refpecting Mr. Hastinecs, by the earl 
Conveyance, he found himfelf under the Neceflity of ufing 
utmoft Expedition in getting them printed, fo as to be able 
fend them out by the firft Ship of the Seafon; and therefore 
not time to difcover and correct, the many Inaccuracies, 
particularly the too frequent Repetitions of the fame Pape 
which, owing to the fame Caufe, had efcaped the Notice of 
Printer to the Houfe of Commons, from whofe Copies delive 
to the Members, the following Sheets were almoft wholly tak 





The Major propofes to make the only Atonement in his Pow 
by comtpofing, with all poffible Expedition, a complete Index 
the whole, which will enable the Purchafers to have immedia 
Recourfe to any Part of the Proceedings they may with to ref 
to. He will ufe his utmof{t Endeavours to complete this Ind< 
in Time to have it forwarded to India by the laft Ship of th 
Seafon, and a Copy of it {hall be. prefented, GRATIS, to eve 
Purchafer of the Six Volumes. 
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FEBRUAR Y ı14th, 1786. 


IVi r. BURKE faid, that he had intended to have given notice of a Motion for that day, 
which related to a fubje&t of the higheft confequence that could poffibly come before Parlia- 
ment—namely, for the produćtion of certain papers that he thought neceffary to fubftantiate a 
charge which he had long intended to bring forward, which the Houfe had long expected, and 
which the party againft whom it was to be made, or at leatt a perfon very nearly conneéted with 
him, had called on kim to halten. Ele looked upon the bufinefs as the greate{t and moft impor- 
tant criminal profecution that cver had engaged the attention of any human tribunal. The 
Kioufe was prepared to receive it; the party was prepared to meet it, and he was prepared to 
introduce it ;—he therefore wifhed to make no delay, and was forry that the Right Honourable 
Gentleman [Mr. Jenkinfon] had occupied the next open day, becaufe that might be a means 
of poftponing his motion, if a debate fhould arife on the biJl to be moved for on Friday, 
according to the notice juft given. 


Mr. Jenkinfon apprehended there could be no debate of any length on his motion, and it was 
agreed that Mr. Burke’s motion fhould be expeéted on Friday next, or if a debate fhould arife 


on the Intercourfe Bill, that then it fhould be underftood as to come on the next fubfequenc 
open day, 


The Chancellor of the Exchequer obferved, that as the Right Honourable Gentleman had 
given notice of his motion in fo folemnm a manner, as a prelude to a charge of the higheit crimi- 
nality that ever occupied the attention of a human judicature, he thought it would be more 
confiftent with its importance, if he were to mention particularly what papers he intended to 
move for, becaufe otherwife his notice would be of no ctfecét towards preparing gentlemen for 
the debate. Hoe urged this tothe Right Honourable Gentleman on the grounds of that fairncfs, 
candour, and impartiality, by which every thing relating to a judicial procefs ought to be 
diftinguifhed. 


Mr. Burke faid, he did not mean to bring forward any criminal charge on Friday, but only 
to move for preliminary papers neceflary to ground that charge upon, the nature of which the 
s:oufe fhould be informed of on Friday next. 


Major Scott faid, the Right Honourable Gentleman had undoubtedly pledged himfelf to pro-. 
ceed againft Mr. Haftings three years ago; he had repeated the pledge the two following feffions, 
and particularly at the clofe of the lait, when he declared his intention of proceeding as foon as 
Parliament met again. The Major faid, that he was not verfed in the mode of proceeding in 
teat Floufe; but he conceived, that after what the Right Honourable Gentleman had faid, ol 
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his readinefs to proceed, he might as well then mention what papers he wanted poftpone 
fuch a motion till Friday, by which means all further delay would be avoided,d Nis was the 


fourth year fince the Right Honourable Gentleman’s firt pledge had bec.piyn te the 
Houfe. 





IMPEACHMENT OF WARREN HASTINGS, ES 


FEBRUARY 18th. 


Mr. BURKE defired that the Journals of 1782 might be turned to, and the 4 and 
45th Refolutions of May 29 be read. They were read accordingly, and were as follow : 


<< That for the purpofe of conveying entire conviction to the minds of the native Princes,, 
ec that to commence hoftilities without juft provocation againft them, and to purfue fcnemes of 
c conqueft, and extent of dominion, are meafures repugnant to the with, the honour, and the 
< policy of this nation, the Parliament of Great Britain fhould give fome fiznal mark of its 
cc difpleafure againft thofe, in whatever degree intrufted with the charge cf the Kaft india 
< Company’s affairs, who fhall appear wilfully to have adopted or countenanced a lyf em tend- 
ct ing to infpire a reafonable diftrutt of the moderation, juitice, and good faith of the Britifh 
<< nation.” 


«c That Warren Haftings, Efq. Governor-General of Bengal, and William Hornfby, Efq. 
ec Prefident of the Council at Bombay, having in fundry inftances acted in a manner repug- 
¢* nant to the honour and policy of this nation, and thereby brought great calamities on India, 
< and enormous expences on the Eaft India Company, it is the duty of the Directors of the 
«< faid Company to purfue all legal and effectual means for the removal of the faid Csovernor- 
c General and Prefident from their refpective offices, and to recal them to Great Britain.” 


Mr. Burke then rofe again, and lamented that the folemn bufinefs of the day fhould have 
devolved into his hands, when it would have come forward with fo much more weight and effect 
in the hands of the Right Honourable Gentleman who had fuggefted the very refolution that 
had been read to the Houfe, and had perfuaded the Houfe to vote it, with many others. He 
had, he faid, been urged to endeavour to put the Refolutions in force, and to prevent their 
remaining a mere calumny on the page of their Journals. He had been called upon, by the 
party principally intercfted in any poMfible proceeding that could be inftituted, in a manner 
highly honourable to that gentleman, but in a manner which rendered it impofible for him not 
to do his duty ; though he could not fufficiently lament that through a devolution, occafioned 
by the natural death of fome, the political death of others, ard in fome inftances a death to 
virtue and to principle, he ftood alone to refume the dignity of the Houfe from degradation, to 
enforce its intention, and to give vigour and effect to a fentence pafied four years ago. Mir. 
Burke cautioned the Houfe, however, againft confidering him otherwilfe than as their Agent 5 
the Houfe had four years ago accufed and charged Mir. tfaftings, he thercfore ftood up in a 
fubordinate capacity to endeavour to do what the Houfe clearly meant fhould have been done, 
and perhaps itwould have been better had it been done earlier. “The Tloufe owed protection to 
all who aéted in its name, and under fanétion of its authority ; by protection, he meant that 
fair and honourable interpretation of conduct, which every man who meant to aét uprizhtiy 
was intitled to. In order to give the Houfe, and efpecially thofe who were newly become Mem- 
bers of it, a proper notion of all that had been done by that Tloute refpecting India, it would be 
neceflary for him to go back a few years, and ftate regularly what preceedinas bad been had 
refpecting it; but this he would endeavour to doin as compendious a way as pofiible, being 
defirous of taking up no more of their time than he could avoid. Im the year 1764, or therc- 
abouts, the Eaft India Company {ent out Lord Clive to eftablifh certain principles of Govern- 
ment in India, which were at that time held to be the wifeft pelicv to be purtued, in refpeét to 
the Britifh poffeffions in that quarter of the world. His Lordthip was eminently fuceefsful, 
and a molt immentfe extent of territory fell of a fudden into the Company's hands, in a manner 
‘fo aftonifhing, that it was as much matter of furprize, as the acquifition was wonderfully great 
in point of value. From that æra, wealth did what it generally does, it opened a door to cor- 
ruption. Abufe crept in upon abuie, till all India became one continued icene cf peculation, 
rapine, fraud, injuftice, and difgrace. The national honour was fullied, andthe Britith name 
funk greatly in the eftimation of the native Princes of the Eat, and indeed in the eitimation of 
all.Europe. On Lord Clive’s return, it was neceflary that me petion thould be appointed Preti- 
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at of the Council at Calcutta, and be put at the head of the government of Bengal, who had been 
red, as it were, in thofe principles Lord Clive had laid down as the beft principles of gaverne 
ment for the Britith poffeffions in India; and therefore it had been thought advifeable ta take 
Mr. Warren Haftings-from a government in the other part of India {Madrafs) and put him at 

the head of the Bengal government. Thus matters went on, till that Houfe found it neceffar 
to turn its attention to the affairs of India, and to enquire intotheir fituation. Various Com- 
mittees had from time to time been appointed, and different proceedings had upon the ground 
of their reports. ‘At length, in an unfortunate moment, the American war broke out, and in 
the midft of that mad and mifchievous conteft, the affairs of India kept their hold on the minds 
of that: Houfe; in the year 1781, the Houfe thought it right to inftitute two feparate and dif- 
tinét Committees, a Secret and a Seleét Committee; at the head of the former was placed a 
Right Honourable and learned Gentleman, who then fat oppofite to him, and who had fuggefted 
the ftring of Refolutions from which he had felected that refpecting Warren Hattings, Efq. 
and Mr. Prornthy ; a refolution fo pointed, and fo cage | accufing thofe gentlemen of negle& of 
duty; and with having aéted improperly in their high official fituations, that, perhaps, the 
Houfe would wonder that a gentleman whofe mind after long and laborious inveftigation of the 
facts, -was fatisfied that fo ftrong a refolution was founded, ould have contented himfelf with 
having perfuaded the Houfe to adopt the refolution, vote it, and thus make it their own. The 
other (the Select Committee) had been moved for by General Smith (now no longer a Member 
of that Houfe) and the motion had been feconded by an Honourable Gentleman, at this time 
Secretary to the Board of Controul. Mr. Burke hinted, thatit would have become that gentle- 
man to have been the perfon to have taken the bufinefs up, which he was about to bring under 
confideration. On that Committee (the Select) Mr. Burke faid, he had been an unworthy 
Member; and he could anfwer for it, that however deficient in point of ability, the Committee in 
general might be, the Members of it were exceeded by none for their zeal, their affiduity, and their 
labour. T'he two Committees had both applied with fo much conftancy, and with fuch una 
remitting attention to the fubjeéts fubmitted to their inveftigation, that they had produced a 
larger body of evidence, and laid a more voluminous pile of reports on the table, full of impor- 
tant and interefting information, than had ever been produced by any feven Committees before 
inftituted. And yet a noble Lord, high in office, of great weight and authority, and at that 
time keeper of the King’s confcience, had thought proper, in another Houfe, to treat thofe 
reports as idle fubies. Such as the reports were, however, it was upon the authority of the 
charges made againft Warren Haftings, Efq. in thofe reports, as well as upon the authority of 
the ftring of refolutions that ftood upon the Journals of May 28, 1782, that he refted his accu- 
fation of that gentleman as a delinquent of the firft magnitude; when he urged that accufation, 
he did no more than the Houfe had already thought proper to admit, and to declare. That the 
Houfe had not proceeded wantonly, rafhly, or illadvifeably in their inveftigation of the affairs 
of India, and that their labours did not pafs unregarded, r. Burke faid, was evident from the 
honourable manner in which the fubject had been recommended to their attention in a fpeech 
from the throne, at the clofe of the feffion of 1782; and Jikewife, from the gracious expref- 
fions, in which his Majefty had treated of their progrefs at the opening of the next feffion. Mr. 
Burke read extracts from both the King’s fpeeches in queftion, and dwelt for a confiderable 
time on the weight of fuch fanétion, and the inference to be drawn from fuch encouragement. 
After going through an abundant feries of argument, and touching upon an infinite variety of 
relative matters, he proceeded to explain the fort of procefs that he meant to purfue, in re- 
{pect to Mr. Haftings, againft whom he had been fo warmly urged and challenged to 
proceed, and againft whom he certainly fhould proceed, if the papers he meant to move for 
fhould‘be granted him. There were, he obferved, three feveral modes of proceedings againft 
{tate delinquents, that the Houfe had, at different times, and as the nature of the cafe might 
feem to require, adopted; the firft of thefe was, by directing his -Majefty’s Attorney General 
to profecute ; but this mode of proceeding he did not think it advifeable to adopt, on the prefene 
occafion, becaufe he had never remarkea thatthe learned gentleman, at prefent in that high law 
office, (for whofe charaéter, ability, and knowledge, no man entertained a more profound 
refpeé&t than he did) ever difcovered any fymptoms of extraordinary zeal towards the caufe in 
queftion, nor appeared willing to lend the whole weight of his abilities towards it; and unlefs 
both thofe eflentials were to be depended on, there could be but fmall, indeed fcarcely hopes of 
any fuccefs. -Befides he did not think a trial by jury the beft fort of trial for criminals of the 
fize and enormity of the offender, nor was he of opinion that the Court of King’s Bench was a 
fit court to decide it'in, amidft a cloud of caufes of meum and tuum, aflault and battery, con- 
verfion and trover, trefpafs and burglary, &c. &c. all of which its magnitude would over- 
whelm. For thefe reafons, he fhould not think of a profecution by the Attorney General. 
Another mode of profecution that the Houfe had occafionally adopted, had bcen by introducing 
a bill of Pains and Penalties, and proceeding to hear and adduce evidence; but this mode ap- 
peared to him to be pregnant with hardfhip and injuftice with regard to the party profecuted, 
and was not at the fame time a very becoming thing for the Houfe, who fhifted their characters 
backwards and forwards, and wore one day an acculer’s gown, which they oxchanged the — 
or 
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for a Judge’s robe. In regard to the culprit, it certainly was hard and unjuft to make him ar. 
ticipate his defence, by coming to their bar with his Counfel, and ftating, in the face of his 
accufers, and alfo in the face of his Judges, for they were one and the fame perfons, that which 
he was to rely on as the proof of his innocence, when he was called upon for his defence in ano- 
ther place, where the proceeding would be’more conformable to the regular practice of judicial 
trials, inafmuch as the evidence muft be delivered on oath. A bill of Pains and Penalties, 
therefore, he fhould not think of, but fhould have recourfe to the third mode of profecution, 
which was both ancient and conftitutional, viz. the proceeding by Bill of Impeachment ; but 
even in adopting that mode, “he fhould not propofe the ufual practice of moving an -immediate 
Bill of. Impeachment, and then going into a Committee to find the articles to reft it on, be- 
caufe that was a hafty way of proceeding, and betrayed a fort of paffion and heat in their minds, 
unbecoming the Houfe. What he meant to propofe would be, to move for papers, from which 
he would extract the articles, and when what he fhould draw out of them, as the matters in 
charge fhould appear to the Houfe to be, what he believed they would be found—charges of a 
black and criminal die, he fhould then proceed to the impeachment at the Bar of the Houfe of 
Lords. "This mode would be grave and folemn; it would become the Commons of England, 
and would anfwer all the ends of juftice. Mr. Burke having perfpicuoufly ftated thefe faéts, 
went into a feries of refiections Gn the nature of the office he had undertaken, and the necef- 
fity for the: Houfe’s proceeding with caution and fobriety. Every accufer was, he faid, himfelf 
under accufation at the very time he was accufing another; it behoved him to aét upon fure 
grounds, and therefore he had chofen the line of conduét that he had explained, as that which 
might be followed with the Jeaft danger. of error or juftice. He urged the unavoidable neceffity: 
-of making the enquiry perfonal. He was aware that the people in Índia would be better pleafed, ` 
if the refult of the proceedings tn that Houfe was, to find that peculation exifted, but to difcover 
no peculator ; that there was grofs corruption, but no perfon to corrupt or to be corrupted; 
that vice’bore all before it, but not one foul was vicious; in fhort, in imitation of a coroner’s 
verdict, to find, that though murder was committed, but by per/ons unknown. In order to trace 
peculation to the peculator, corruption to its fource, and vice to the vicious, had been the aim 
of the refearches of the various Committees that had becn inftituted at different times by the 
“Houfe ; as well that at the head of which that worthy character, Mr. Gregory, fat for three 
- years inceflantly, as the two more recent Committees, which he had mentioned ; and the re- 
falt was, they found that Government in India could not ae ease and the head of Government 
pure. What was the confequence? A refolution of that Houfe almoft four years ago, that 
Warren Haftings, Efq. had, in fundry inftances, aéted in a manner repugnant to the honour 
and policy of the nation. “Mr. Burke added an infinite variety of pertinent and pointed re- 
marks and obfervations, and at iength fat down, with moving, 


<< ‘That Copies of all Correfpondence, fince the month of January, 1782, between Warren 
< Haftings, Efq. late Governor General of Bengal, and the Court of Directors, as well before, 
<< as fince the return of the faid Governor General, relative to prefents, and other money, par- 
‘© ticularly received by the faid Governor General, be laid before this Heufe.”’ 


Mr. Wyndham feconded the motion. 


Alderman Le Mefurier rofe to complain that the. Honourable Gentleman had not ftated to the 
‘Houfe all the papers that he meant to call for; neither had he opened to the Houfethe points to 
‘which thofe papers were meant to be applied. This, the Alderman faid, he believed was 
always cuftomary; and indeed common {enfe required that it fhouid be fo, asthe Houfe would 
otherwife be drawn on, ftep by flep, till they had gone fo far that they would not know how to 
recede, in like manner as they had heard the preceding day of men being deluded by a feries of 
logical deductions, tili they were drawn on toa refult which their underftandings denied. He faid, 
the Refolutions, he underftood, had pafled in a very thin Houfe; they ought not therefore to be 
made the ground of fo ferious a proceeding; he declared Mr. Heftings had proved himfelf a meri- 
torious fervant of the Company, and that, in giving him that character, he fpoke impartially, 
as he was a perfect ftranger to Mr. Haftings, and did not even know his perfon; but from all 
that he had feen of the records of the Company during the two laft years, for which period he 
had been in the direction, he faw no reafon whatever to fuppofe Mr. Haltings the delinquent the 
Honourable Gentleman had thought proper to defcribe him:—He took notice of what Mr. 
Burke had thrown out relative to trial by jury, and faid, after fo public an avowal from that 
fide of the Houfe of an: opinion againit trials by'jury, he hoped whenever the new Court of 
Judicature, inftituted under-authority of the Eait-India Bill, came again under difcuffion, 
they fhould not hear the gentlemen on the other fide expreffing their difapprobation of it in 
fuch vehement terms as they had been wont to do. Before he fat down, the Alderman re- 
peated his wifh that the Honourable Gentleman would have the fairnrefs to ftate to the Houte 
the whole of the papers he meant to move, before the fenfe of the Houfe was taken on the 

aprefent queftion. 
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Mr. Dundas rofe and faid, that in confequence of many things evidently pointed at hia in 
the courfe of the Right Honourable Gentleman’s fpeech, he began at one time to imagine that he 
was himfelf the criminal whom the Right auemrable Gentleman meant to impeach; he waa glad 
however, on that occafion, and he fhould ever be happy, if gentlemen, when they meant tafay 
any thing that bore allufion to his condu&t, would fay it in that Houfe when he was prefent, 
and when he was enabled by that means to anfwer it, and to make that fort of reply that the 
accufation might appear to merit. He never was, nor ever fhould be afhamed to meet all wha 
had any thing to fay againft him, face to face, and he rather wifhed that they would aé in that 
manly way, and not attack him in anonymous libels; and delufive pamphlets crammed with 
falfe and illiberal charges, brought againft him behind his back, and circulated with induftr 
through every corner of the kingdam, From many parts of the Right Honourable Gentleman’s 
{peech, it appeared, that the Right Honourable Gentleman had been of opinion, which he had 
freely communicated to the Houfe, that he ought to have been the perfon who fhould have taken 
upon him the office of accufer of Mr. Haftings. Why the Right Honourable Gentleman fhould 
have chofen for one moment to entertain fuch an opinion, or upon what ground it was, that he had 
formed it, he was utterly at a lofs to imagine, becaufe at no one period of his life-time had he 
ever faid, or ever dropped a hint that he meant to be the accufer of Mr. Haftings; on the con- 
trary he had again and again declared, that he had no fuch intention, and he appealed to thofe 
who had fat with him on the fecret Committee, two of whom he faw oppofite to him, (Colonel 
North, and Mr. Ellis) whether he had even hinted at fuch an idea? He had undoubtedly been 
the perfon to fuggeft the ftring of Refolutions that appeared upon their journals, and he had not 
the fmalleft fcruple to admit, that the fame fentiments that he had entertained refpec&ting Mr. 
Haftings, at the time of propofing thofe Refolutions, he entertained refpecting him at that mo- 
ment; but were thofe fentiments that went any thing like fo far asto fuppofe Mr. Haftings, 
or any part of his conduét, fuch as made him a fit objeét for a criminal profecution ? No fuch 
thing ; what did the refolution, upon which the Right Honourable Gentleman had kid fo 
much ftrefs, gato? To nothing more than the recall of Mr. Haftings; a matter which he at 
the time thought expedient, and had recommended it tothe Houfe as a matter f expediency 
merely, which gentlemen who were prefent muft well remember. Mr. Dundas faid,* he had 
not the fmalleft obje€tion to go over all the matter that had been gone through at the time, and 
to ftate to the Houfe upon what ground it was that he*had thought it advifeable to recall Mr 
Haftings in 1782. Having faid this, he took a fummary retrofpective view of the condu& of 
Mr. Haftings previous to 1782, laying particular ftrefs upon the Rohilla war, the breach of 
the Treaty of Porunder, and the great and expenfive eftablifhments that Mr. Haftings had 
madein India. The two latter he feleéted as matters, in refpect to which he had thought the 
‘conduaét of Mr. Haftings highly culpable at the time, and he thought fo ftill ; but at the fame 
time he did not think Mr. Haftings had done any thing criminal. He faid, he had examined 
‘his condu& minutely ; and he always found that when there was any improper condué ob- 
‘fervable in Mr. Haftin s, every poffibility of annexing a criminal intention to it eluded his 
‘srafp, and there was always fome letter of the Court of Direétors, or fome ftrong reafon- to 
juftify Mr. Haftings at bottom. With regard to, the expenfive eftablifhments in, India, he 
would read a letter written home by Mr. Haftings in 1782 on that fubjec&t. In the letter Mr. 
Haftings complained of the fituation he was in, in confequence of fo many writers being fent 
out to him, declaring, that he had at that time two hundred and fifty young men, the younger 
fons of the firft families in Great-Britain, all gaping for lacks, and fcrambling for patronage, 
in the hopes of getting, fortunes foon enough to return in the prime of life, and {pend the re- 
mainder of their days in their native country. This remenftrance, Mr. Dundas faid, was re- 
ceived in England in the beginningof the year 1783, and what was the attention paid to it? 
Why in that pure year, when Sir Henry Fletcher fat at the head of the Board of Direétors, 
fo far from a reftraining hand being held overthe increafe of the eftablifhments in India, ho lefs 
than rhirty-/ix writers had been fent out! Mr. Dundas dwelt on this for fome time; and faid he 
had not the lift of the writers about him, butit was pretty obvious from what /hap they came. He 
took notice that Mr, Burke, in his fpeech, had confidered that part ofthe letter as cffential, as he 
had marked apart of the letter he had juft read by an alteration in the printing. Mr. Burke’s 
hand, he faid, was pretty vifible in fome of the difpatches of the Court of Directors of that 
period, from the ftyle in which they were written. To return to Mr. Haitings, Mr. Dundas 
faid, he had fince 1782 doneeffential fervices to the Company, and had received the thanks of the 
Court of Dire&tors ; not that he meant to fhelter himfel{ under their Minute; had he been a Di- 
rector, moft undoubtedly he fhould have figned the Minute of Thanks, being thoroughly con- 
vinced Mr. Haftings merited them. He laid great ftrefs on the differen€ conduct of that gentle- 
man, declaring, that although he thought it expedient to have recalled him in 1782, on account 
of the breach of the Treaty of Porunder, and on account of the extremely expenfive eftablifl:- 
meats introduced by him in India, he was glad that Refolution had not been carried into effect, 
becaufe if it had, hefhould have been the means of depriving the Company of a moft valuable 
and ufeful Servant, and the Public of a Governor-General of India remarkab!e for uncommon 
ardour, abilities, and capacity. —Mr. Dundas re he had not the f{malleft objection to the mv- 
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tion, nor would he havs troubled the Houfe at all, had not fo much been faid perfonally to him- 
felf, that the Houfe, he was perfuaded, muft have felt that it was due to them, that he fhould 


rife and give fome explanation on the points to which the Right Honourable Gentleman had 
dire&ted his allufions. 


Mr.C. W. Boughton Rous and Mr. Fox both rofe together, but the latter obtained the hearing. 
Mr. Fox faid, he had not the fmalleft idea of having any occafion to have rifen in that debate, 
nor would he have interrupted the Honourable Gentleman, who was on his legs at the fame 
time that he rofe, had not fomething fallen from the Honourable and learned Gentleman who 
{poke laft, that it was impoffible for him to remain a moment filent under. The only way in 
which he could* meet the matter, was to oppofe affertion to affertion ; and to declare upon the 
word and honour of a gentleman, that if in talking of the thirty-fix writers that had been 
fent out in 1783, when Sir Henry’ Fletcher fat at the head of the Board of Eaft-India Di- 
rectors, and when he had himfelf the honour to be in adminiftration, the Honourable and 
learned Gentleman meant to infinuate that he had been concerned in fending out any, he was 
completely and perfectly miftaken. In the whole courfe of his life he had never fent out, or 
rather procured to be fent out to India, but one fingle writer, and that was at the time that 
the Earl of Shelburne, (now Marquis of Lanfdown) was at the head of his Majefty’s Coun- 
cils. That upon his word of honour, moft folemnly pledged to the Houfe, he had been the 
only writer he had ever procured a recommendation for, and fucceeded in. Indeed, if the 
Houfe would recolle& a little, it was not very likely that the adminiftration in which he had 
the honour to be, fhould ftand remarkably well with the Board of Dire&tois, as it was well 
known what their intentions were at the time, with a view to effeét a reform of the Company. 
Mr. Fox faid, he thought it right to fay thus much in confequence of the infinuation, and 
the manner in which the infinuation of the Honourable and learned Gentleman had been 
conveyed tothe Houfe. As he was upon his legs, he would fay a few words on the confift- 
ency of the Hon. and learned Gentleman, who, when hard driven to the point, and obliged 
as it were to defend his own conduct, had done that, which God knew the Honourable and 
learned Gentleman could do at all times, meet his opponents face to face, Jet the argument 
bear as much as it would againft him; but what fort of defence had the Honourable and 
learned Gentleman made? He had been reduced to the neceffity of admitting, that he had at 
one time entertained an opinion that Mr. Haftings had aéted in a manner highly culpable in 
fome points; nay, he had added, that he was ftill of the fame opinion, although, almoft in 
the fame breath, certainly in the fame fpeech, he had declared he entertained a high opinion of 
Mr. Haftings, and had praifed his conduct as warmly in the latter part of his fpeech, as he had 
abufed it in the former part. And what points had the Honourable and learned Gentleman 
chofen to felect as the points in which he confidered Mr. Haftings as having been highly cul- 
pable ? merely the two points of the Rohilla war, with the breach of the treaty of Porunder, 
and in having introduced expenfive eftablifhments in India. Good Ged, exclaimed Mr. Fox, 
is that all that the Honourable and learned Gentleman thinks Mr. Haftings was culpable in } 
fias this Houfe heard nothing of Corah and Allahabad? Of Cheyt Sing? Of the Begums? 
And of all the long catalogue of crimes committed in India, totheinfinite difturbance of the 
peace of the country, to the mifery, and even butchery of the natives, to the deftru€&tion of 
all confidence in Brijtifh faith, and tothe everlafting difgrace of the Britifh name and chara&ter 
in Indoftan ? pa put this warmly, Mr. Fox read the Refolution immediately preceding 
that in which the Houfe refolved, in 1782, that Warren - Haftings, Efq. and Mr. Hornby 
fhould be recalled, and appealed to every man of common fenfe, whether that marked and 
{trong cenfure did not go immediately to Mr. Haftings and Governor Hornby ? It was not, he 
faid, in language to exprefs difgrace more ftrongly than that, which declared the delinquents 
ought to receive fome mark of Parliamentary difpleafure. 


Mr. Fox compared thefe two Refolutions, and the obvious conftruction of both, with the 
vote of recall that had paffed at the India~Houfe, ia which Warren Haftings, Efq. was per- 
mitted to refign in-confequence of his Jong and meritorious fervices. He afked, how this mode 
‘of recall was to be reconciled to the Refolution that ftigmatized Mr. Haftings, and declared it 
to be the opinion of the Houfe, that he deferved fome mark of Parliamentary difpleafure ? He 
dwelt upon it for fome time, and urged it as a contradiction infulting to that Houfe, and in- 
confiftent to a fhameful degree, -He obferved upon Mr. Dundas’s having faid, he would not 
have fheltered himfelf under a Minute of the Board of Dire&tors, but had declared, had he 
been a Director, he would have figned that Minute likewife; the Hon. and learned gentle- 
man, therefore, who had himfelf prevailed upon the Houfe of Commons to refolve in a grave 
and phlegmatic form, but in ftrong and energetic phrafe, that Warren Haftings, Efq. deferved 
Parliamentary cenfure, would have given that gentleman thanks for his long and meritorious 
fervices ; what egregiousinconfiftency ! for the word Jong, in the minute of Recall, undoubted] 
comprehended the whole of the fervices of Mr. Haftings, as well thofe before 1782, as thofe 
dince. Mr. Fox defended Mr, Burke from what had been fuggefted by Mr. Alderman Le 


Mefurier, 
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Mefurier, in refpect to trial by jury, and faid, the worthy Magiftrate had mifunderood hie 
Hon. Friend, who had nat exprefied any difapprobation of the general principle of triala By 
jury, buthad merely faid, that the caufe under confideration was of too much magnitude for 
the cognizance of the Court of King’s Bench, and had propofed to appeal to a tribunal anda 
form of trial as ancient as the conftitution itfelf, of which it was a part. Thus had his Hae 
nourable Friend evinced, that the higheft fpecies of offendeis might be. brought ta trial, with- 
out reforting to any novel experiment on the conftitution, but in a manner canformable ta 
ufage, and before an ancient, legal, and conftitutional tribunal. This Mr. Fox put very 
ftrongly, urging it as one ewefa proof, that the new Court of Judicature, which took away 
the birth-right of Britons, made that evidence that was not evidence befare, and obliged cri- 
minals to accufe and to conviét themfelves, was not only a tribunal unconftitutiona] in its ori- 
gin and its principle, and tyrannous and oppreffive in its practice, but altogether fuperfluous 
and unneceffary. Mr. Fox fpoke to a great variety of other points, and in one part of this 
{peech he began a fentence with afferting, that the Honourable and learned Gentleman had 
Jalfely f{aid—an expreflion which he changed by declaring, that when he ufed the phrafe falfely 
faid, he meant no perfonal offence, he meant no more than that he had given a falfe imprefiion, 
at leaftan impreffion of a particular point, the truth of which his mind would not admit, 


‘The Chancellor of the Exchequer rofe with fome warmth, and faid, that he fhould have 
contented himfelf with giving a filent affent to the motion, had it not been for the language 
that had been ufed by the Right Honourable Gentleman who had juft fat down. He fhould 
however have been afhamed of his own feelings, could he have fat by and tamcly fuffered fuch 
infinuations to be made, and that by aman fo circumftanced as the Richt Honourable Gentle- 
man, without exprefling fome part of that indignation with which his breaft was filled, and 
which he trufted no man of gencrous and honourable principles could avoid fharing with him. 
What had been the charge made againft his Right Honourable and learned Friend? a charge 
of inconfiftency, in now bearing teftimony to the merits of a perfon, whom on a former occa- 
fion he was fuppofed to have thought an object of cenfure. And by whom was this charge 
made? Let the Houfe compare the charge, and the perfon from whom it came, and judge for 
him whether he were to blame in fuffering his temper to be fomewhat ruffed by fo bare-faced 
and fo fhamelefs a conduct.—In one point of view, indeed, the Right Honourable Gentleman 
was correct and proper, which was, that having firft taken it for granted that his Right Ho- 
nourable Friend had, for a feries of years, continued to vent the moft injurious and violent 
charges, to load withthe groffeft and moft extravagant reproaches, and to threaten with the 
fevereft punifhment, a certain individual ; and that he was now become a convert in his opinion, 
he had taken upon himfelf, from his own recent practice and experience, to dictate the form 
of words in which the recantation of his friend ought to be made: [here the Oppofition 
benches kept up a loud uproar of hear him! hear him!] But his Right Honourable Friend 
had no need of fuch a tutor asthe Right Honourable Gentleman ; he was far from being guilty 
of fuch an egregious inconfiftency as the Right Honourable Gentlemag had charged him with, 
with a force of colouring that would haveled the Houfe, had they not too well known the per- 
fon it came from, to believe that his heart was in truth capable of feeling and abhorring the 
meannefs and unbecomingnefs of the conduct he had imputed to his Right Honourable friend. 


The Right Honourable Gentleman, in his eagernefs to fix this imputation on his ‘Right 
Honourable Friend, had gone fo far as to ufe the moft unjuftifiable language, no lefs than a di- 
rect charge of falfehood, which, however, finding even the moft violent Members of the 
Houfe apparently fhocked at, he had apologized for by faying, that he did not mean to apply 
the word in its ufual and offenfive fenfe; an abufe of words into which the warmth of the 
Right Honourable Gentleman’s temper often betrayed him; he had ftil] infifted upon it, that 
his Right Honourable Friend’s attempt to prove, that thofe Refolutions that had bcen read, 
were fuch a pledge of his difapprobation of Mr. Haftings’ general conduét, as muft ftamp with 
inconfiftency any fubfequent approbation of any part. He fhould not take upon him to anfwer 
fuch a miferable attempt at wit, as the Right Honourable Gentleman had made, when he 
talked about meeting him face to face, but whenever he found any appearance of argument he 
would fairly meet it. The Right Honourable Gentleman had relied on the acquiefcence which 
his Right Honourable Friend had acknowledged to the principle of the vote of thanks of the 
Dire&tors, as a proof of his having changed his opinion with refpeét to thofe parts of Mr. 
Haftings’s conduét which he had formerly cenfured, but there was nothing more neceflary but 
juft to read the vote alluded to, to prove that in adapting the fpirit and tenor of that*vote, his 
Right Honourable Friend would go no farther than to thank Mr. Haftings for certain parts of 
his fubfequent condud&, leaving thofe parts that had been the objects of complaint totally un- 
touched. 


The vote of thanks was read accordingly. 


He 
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He was by no means furprifed to find that it was part of the Right Honourable Gentleman’s 
idea of confiftency, that where one fault could be found in any perfon, no merit ought by any 
means to be admitted, but that uniform reproach and unremitting cenfure fhould always be the 
confequcnce of a fingle difference of opinion. ‘The Right Honourable Gentleman had no ne- 
ceffity of coming to fo full an explanation of his fentiments on that head ; his conduét had al- 
ready made them fufficiently public. Forhis part, he fhould not meafure his opinions by per- 
fons, but by principles, which was true confiftency . for, always to oppofe, or always to agree 
with the individual, except upon principle, was the worft of all forts of inconfiltency ; it was, 
however, fuch as the Right Honourable Gentleman need not have taken fo much pains to 
hold up as that which he thought the proper line of conduct; his actions had already fully 
publifhed his fentiments on that head. In purfaance of that doctrine—to abide by principles, 
and not by perfons, in forming an opinion of mens’ conduct, there could be nothing more re- 
concileable than the propriety of condemning the party on one fet of principles, and of ac- 
quitting, nay, of applauding him on another. ‘This his Right Honourable Friend had done 
with refpect to Mr. Haftings. When he viewed him in certain parts of his Adminiitration, 
embroiling the affairs of India by unneceflary and expenfive wars—exciting the diftruft and 
animofity of the native Princes again{ft this country, by infraction of treaties, and the exter- 
mination of a whole people, no doubt but he muit have highly refented and difapproved of 
fuch conduét; but again when he faw him, with an ability almoft unprecedented, reftoring 
unexpectedly peace and tranquillity, re-eftablifhing a confidential intercourfe with the neigh- 
bouring powers, and redeeming the credit of the government, he would act highly incon- 
fittent with thofe feelings and principles that had formerly roufed his indignation, if he were 
not on fuch an occafion to acknow!edge and to applaud the merit that had produced fuch good 
effe&s. Heheld it abfolutely necefiary, towards juftice and right, to examine-the whole of the 
public condué& of any fervant of the people, to give him due credit for fuch parts as were me- 
ritorious, as well as to cenfure him for fuch as were culpable; and, for his own part, he was 
ready to avow, that however cenfurable fome parts of Mr. Haftings’s conduct might be made to 
appear, he fhould, notwithftanding, coniider fuch as were praife-worthy as entitled to firong 
approbation; nay, as a fufficient ground for reward and thanks, if they fhould be found upon 
the whole to predominate. The two Right Honourable Gentlemen on the other fide, had laid 
it down that his Right Honourable Friend, in moving the Refolutions that had been read, had 
pledged himfelf to inftitute a` criminal enquiry, of which thofe Refolutions were to be the 
foundation. This pofition he muft pofitively deny, as the object of thofe Refolutions was ma- 
nifeftly of a very different fcope and tendency, and fimply went to eftablifh the neceffity of 
Mr. Haftings’s recall, not on account of mal-adminiftration, but becaufe having loft the con- 
fidence of certain’neighbouring Princes, he would be unable, as it was then thought, to re- 
duce the confufed and unfettled {tate of thofe countries to order and regularity. Were it to 
be admitted, according to the idea the Right Honourable Gentleman had tecmed to tuggeft, 
that a vote for the purpofe of recalling a Governor on motives of policy, ought necellarity to 
be confidered as a ground of a criminal profecution,~—fuch a doétrine would be productive of 
the moft monftrous confequences, for it muft either reduce Parliament to rhe neeeflity of he- 
fitating on fuch a ftep, however urgent the occafion might be, until after a full examination 
of the conduét of the Governor, or it muft lead to the greateft injuftice and oppretffion, by 
rendering a profecution unavoidable and indifpenfible, although no adequate enquiry had been 
inftituted to determine on its propriety. At all events, there could be nething more demon- 
ftrable than this, that at the paffing of thofe Refolutions they were not intended as 2 foundation 
for any criminal proceedings, becaufe they contained in themfelves the whole of the obj«ct for 
which they were calculated; namely, that it appearing neceffary to eftablifh a confidence 
with the Princes of India, and certain Governors in India having loft tbat confidence, it was 
advifeable—W hat ?—to punifh ? No! but to recall thofe Governors —Whether the conduct 
by which the confidence of the native Princes was loft had been occafioned by the execution 
of orders from home, or from the imprudence of the Governors thenifelves, was a quetftion 
by no means involved in the propriety or impropriety of the recall, becaufe to be the agents in 
a fyftem of which the people of India difapproved, would as effectually deftroy the confidence 
of thofe people as to have been the original devifers of it. “Therefore, however guilty Mr. 
Haftings might poffibly be, the Refolutions now referred to were by no means a charge againft 
him, becaufe, whether innocent or guilty, his return from India was apparently necefiary at 
the time, and thofe Refolutions only went to point out and ftate that neceility. 


The Right. Honourable Gentleman had dwelt on the extermination of the Rohillas with all 
the exaggerated and heightened colouring, with which he was in general ufed to grace his ar- 
gument; there was no perfon who had. heard him, but would have imagined that event had 
been in fact attended with the utmoft barbarity that could poffibly be conceived, even to the 
deftroying the lives of all the wretched inhabitants of the country, without diftinction of age, 
fex, or condition ; and he had alfo reprefented it as-a fubjeét, of which his Right Flonourable 
Friend thought fo lightly as to make it a matter of fpeculation and enquiry, whether ini a 
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proces put in the eftimate with a fum of 4o lacks of rupees were juflifiable or not, Hig 
ight Honourable Friend had entered inta no fuch enquiry, nor had he fuggefted any fuch 
doubt; he had barely ftated in his Refolution, thatthe defo'ation of the seated was nat ne- 
ceflary towards the recovering the money, nor had he at all gone into a confideration of the 
meafure itfelf, with refpect either to its juftice or humanity, but fimply with an eye to its effi- 
cacy towards the object which it was intended to promote. But this was not the only inftance 
of want of candour in the Right Honourable Gentleman, for he was by no means juftified in 
reprefenting in fuch melancholy language the extirpation of that people, for jt was not, as he 
had appeared to infinuate, a deltroying and cutting off the lives of the people, but merely the 
removing them to a different place. Fie fhould not be furprifed to hear himfelf reprefented, in 
confequence of what he was now faving, as having attempted to defcribe the forcing a people 
from their poffeflions, and removing them to a diftance, as a thing of little confequence, and 
not liable to the reproach of injuftice and inhumanity, but he had feen fo much of that unfair 
and uncandid manner of arguing, that he had learned to dWregard and defpife it. He did in- 
deed confider fuch an extermination (though far fhort of letting loofe all the horrors of fire 
and fword, as the Right Honourable Gentleman had endeavoured to reprefent the affair of the 
Rohillas) asa thing of fo very dreadful a nature, and fa repugnant to every fentiment of hu- 
man nature, that nothing could poffibly juftify it except the ftrongeft motives of political ex- 
pediency, fupported by incontrovertible and evident principles of juftice. 


The Right Honourable Gentleman, who had opened the debate, had alfo began 
by an attack on his Right Honourable friend for not having come forward upon the 
prefent occafion, as the profecutor of Mr. Haftings.—He had already fhewn why 
it was not his Right Honourable Friend’s duty todo fo, on the idea of his having been 
pledged to it by the Refolutions that had been read. But perhaps the Right Ho- 
nourable Gentleman imagined that his Right Honourable Friend would have been the moft 
proper perfon to have conduéted the bufinefs of the profecution, and for that reafon, igde- 
pendant of the notion of his having been committed, as had been attempted to be fhewn, 
wifhed him to have taken it upon himfelf. He muft confefs, that if there were any real guilt 
to be inveftigated, and any punifhment to be inflifted, he joined in opinion with the Right 
Honourable Gentleman, that his Right Honourable ‘Friend would indeed be full as proper a 
perfon to take the lead, and full as likely to accomplifh all the purpofes of public juftice, as 
thofe Gentlemen into whofe hands the profecution had fallen. But as another Right Honour- 
able Gentleman had faid, that there were occafions when the bounds and eftablithed rules of 
juftice ought to be overleaped, and a profecution conduéted rather by violence and refentment 
than by the dull forms of ordinary proceeding ; perhaps confidering the prefent bufinefs in that. 


prio of view, the gentlemen that had taken it up were the fitteft people to be entrufted 
with it. 


He then went over the grounds that had been occupied by Mr. Dundas, relative to the breach 
of the treaty of Porunda, and the feizing on the provinces of Corah and Allyhabad, and parti- 
cularly recalled the recollection of the Houfe to this circumftance, that fince .the tranfactions 
relative to thofe provinces, which were in the year 1772, or 1774, an A& of Parliament had 
heen paffed altering the whole fyftem of Eaft India Government, and inftead of a Prefident and 
Council of Bengal, appointing Mr. Haftings, by name, Governor General of the whole of the 
Settlements. It would therefore be highly ineonfiftent and abfurd to look upon: him now in the 
light of a culprit for any meafures taken previous to his nomination to that great ftation, which 
in itfelf was the higheft certificate of the approbation of Parliament. 


The papers that: had been afked for were. certainly very proper to be laid before the Houfe, let 
the mode in which the profecution fhould be conduéted by the Right Honourable Gentleman be 
what it might. He fhould for the prefent avoid giving any opinion on the feveral modes of trial 
that had been mentioned; but as the Right Honourable Gentleman had appeared to determine 
on impeachment, as the beft calculated to anfwer the end propofed, he hoped that he would as 
early as poffible make the Houfe acquainted with the different fteps which he propofed to take, 
and be as explicit as-poffible in the nature and extent of the charges intended to be made.—He 
was -happy to fee] that he fhould come to the bufinefs with the moft perfecét impartiality, and if 


the guilt imputed to Mr. Haftings, were made to appear, he fhould think him by all means 
a perfon deferving of the moft exemplary punifhment. 


_ Mr. Fox rofe to’explain, which he did by ftating that the minute he had all along been argu- 
ing upon, was the vote of the General Court, in-which it was expreffed that Warren Haftings, 
Eiq. fhould be permitted to return home, in confequence of his Jong and ‘meritorious fervices. 


Mr. Fox {poke in explanation of fome other points in which the Right Honourable Gentleman 
had either conceived or mif-ftated his argument. 


D Mr. Dundas 
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Mr. Dundas affured Mr. Fox, he had alluded to the vote of thanks of the Court of 
Directors. 


Mr. C. W. Boughton Rous rofe to anfwer that part of Mr. Burke’s fpeech, in which he had 
infinuated, that as Mr. R. had originally feconded the motion for the Seleét Committee, it would 
have become him to have brought forward the bufinefs of that day. 


Mr. Rous faid, he had feconded the motion for a Seleét Committec, and been a member of 
it, as its firft object had been to enquire into the ftate of the Supreme Judicature of Rengal. 
‘That he fat on it the fecond feffion, but that they foon loft fight of their objeét, and were 
led afide to the confideration of fubjeéts totally foreign from its original aim and purpofe. On 
the third feffion his name was put on the Committee without a word of previous intimation to 
him, while he was in the country, down in Shropfhire, and that he did not afterwards attend it. 
How therefore he fhould be fingled out to move an impeachment of Mr. Haftings, he could not 
difcover! He had never thought Mr. Haftings a criminal, nor wifhed him to be fo confidered. 
Mr. Rous faid a few words refpeéting the fituation he had at prefent the honour to hold, of Se- 
cretary to the Board of Controul. 


Mr. Francis rofe to fpeak to one or two faéts*that happened in India. Mr. Francis then 
explained the affair of Corah and Allahabad. He alfo ftated the cruelties praéticed on the Rohil- 
las, declaring that General Clavering and he had received their impreffions of the barbarous 
manner in which the war was carried on againft the Rohillas from the Britifh officer who headed 
the troops. - Mr. Francis confined his fpeech, which was but a fhort one, merely to an explana- 
tion of facts that had chiefly come within his own knowledge, while in. Bengal. 


Mr. Vanfittart faid, the Rohilla war was not yet underftood properly, that in faét, there had 
beca no fuch thing as the extirpation of the Rohillas; the:word extirpation had been adopted by 
mere accident as.the Englifh of a-sword in Perfick, of . which it was not a true tranfla- 
tion. 


Lord North rofe to ftate a-few faéts. His Lordfhip gave a detail of the firft fending over Mr. 
Haftings, with the events that followed, till he had the honour of nominating him Governor 
General of India in that Houfe in 1774. The Directors removed him in 1776; in his opinion 
very properly ; but at a Court of Proprietors, the-majority overpowered the Court of Direors, 
and confirmed Mr. Haftings in his government. His Lordfhip mentioned a perfon [Mr. 
Lauchlin Macleane ] having been over in town from India, that he. had power to make Mr. 
Haftings’s refignation of his government. When Mr. Macleane: however arrived at.Calcutta, 
Mr. Haftings difowned’: Mr. Macleane, and.kept his government. His Lordfhip faid, that every 
thing went on~ well under Mr. Haftings’s government for fome time, for the affair of the Ro- 
hilla war. was but little known in England; and by mo means underftood properly, -till the 
Select and Secret Committces had fat and inveftigated that and other faéts, and ftated them fo 
fully in their reports. At the time that the affair of the-Rohilla -war. became .known, his 
Lordfhip faid, it was thought that Mr. Haftings was greatly to blame, and.fo again in refpeé& to 
the breach of the treaty of Porunder,. but the Court of Dire&tors fhared the blame: with Mr. 
Hiaitings.—At that time he did not think it right to recall Mr. Haftings, becaufe we were on the 
eve of a war with France, and'it was imagincd hoftilitics would reach India, it appeared improper 
to change the Governor General. of India; who he thought pofieffed vigour and abilities; and 
that was the reafon of Mr. Haftings being fuffered to remain governor. When Gencral Claver- 
‘ing, and Mr. Monfon, and an Honourable Gentleman near him [Mr. Francis] were fent over, 
and they had a majority in Council, the government, his Lordfhip faid, was by far the beft 
conducted of any that-ever had been carried on in India, but that was not of very long duration, 
two of the gentlemen being unfortunately no more. With regard to the charge of inconfiftency, 
about which fo much had been faid, his learned friend muft give.him. leave to declare, without 
his meaning to impute inconfittency to-him or toany other individual, that there appeared to his 
mind to be a manifeft want of. confiftency between the refolution that declared Mr. Haftings 
had a¢ted in a manner difgraceful.to the national honour, and. deferving of parliamentary. dif- 
pleafure, and the vote of recall, which {poke of his Zong and meritorious fervices ; the word Zong 
indifputably went to the extent of comprehending all his fervices, and that certainly it was 
highly inconfiftent to declare, while the refolution remained unrefcinded, and in full force upon 
their Journals. 


Major Scott faid, that he:trufted the Houfe would have the’ goodnefs to indulge him with a 
few words, on fo important a day as this, but as the Right Honourable Gentleman over the 
way had not thought proper to make a fingle charge againit Mr. Haftings, amidít the declamation 
and affertion with which he had for fo long a time addreffed the Houfe, his obfervations fhould 
be fhort. The Right Honourable Gentleman had made no charge againft Mr. ae, > 
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which he could reply, but he held in his hand a fpeech which the Right Honourable Gentle- 
man had fpoken upon a former occafion, before the Major had the honour of a feat in the 
Houfe. This fpeech did contain many very weighty charges againft Mr. Haftings. ‘This 
{Peech contained the eflence of the Right Honourable Gentleman’s fourteen Reports—and as he 
had defcended from his high and elevated ftation, to the rank of a common pamphlieteer, the 
Major faid he had been able to meet the Right Honourable Gentleman upon fair and equal 
terms. He had replied to the fpeech and to the charges; he had pointed out their abfurdity; he 
had refutedthem, in the opinion of every man of fenfe not tinétured by party prejudices, both 
in and out of the Houfe; and he was very fure that he fhould be able to refute every other 
charge that the Right Honourable Gentleman might bring againft Mr. Haftings in future. 
fVluch had been faid by the Right Hon. Gentleman of the fairnefs of the Reports, and an at- 
tempt was made to pledge the tioufe to fupport the truth of them; but he trufted to their fenfe, 
and their juftice to diftinguifh between them and the reports of the Secret Committee. “The 
Reports of the Committee, of which the Right Honourable Gentleman had been a mem- 
ber, were partial and unfair; the fole intent of them was to criminate Mr. Haiftings, but every 
individual document tending to his exculpation was purpofely omitted. He then taxed Mr. 
Burke in plain and unqualified terms, with bringing a gentleman to the Committee Room, with 
defiring the Major to withdraw while he was talking to him, and after a long convcrfation with 
the gentleman, finding his evidence was not fuch as he wanted for the purpofe of crimination, 
he declared to the Committee, that there was no neceflity to examine that gentleman. Was 
this the proceeding of a man who aéted from a regard to public juftice, or was it not the pro- 
ceeding of one whofe enquiry was for the purpofe of private vengeance? He next ftated, that 
the Right Honourable Gentleman had very particularly examined an officer of high rank, Lieu- 
tenant-Colonel Robert Stuart, on the affairs of Owde. ‘That he had afked him of the ftate of 
that country ; that it was defcribed as being in a very ruinous ftate ; but unluckily for the ob- 
ject the Right Honourable Gentlemen had in view, Colonel Stuart afcribed its ruinous ftate to 
the true caufe: The large fums paid by the Vizier to the Company, in confequence of a fyftem 
eftablifhed in 1775, and the cxtraction of fpecie from that country to Bengal, which was toa 
prodigious amount in afew years. Colonel Stuart unfortunately {poke pointedly to the difaffec- 
tion of the Begums andtheir Eunuchs. If to get at truth had been the fole object of the Com- 
mittee, this evidence was moft important, but it had been wholy and totally fupprefled. “There 
was not a fingle fyllable of Colonel Stuart’s evidence in any of the reports upon the table. This 
.conduét, the Major faid, might be juftifiable in one who took the Duke of Parma for his model 
—*‘* Dolus an virtus, quisin hofte requirit ??? “The Major faid, he charged the Right Honoura- 
ble Gentleman with injuftice in three inftances, and if he fhrunk fromthe proof he would con- 
fent to be called a calumniator by that Houfe and the publick. The Right Honourable Gen- 
tleman had indeed taken the Duke ef Parma for his model; he would not tell his enemy where 
he would fight him; but the Houfe were fenfible, that if the Right Honourable Gentleman had 
meant to proceed as a Parliamentary enemy, who froma fenfe of public duty, meant to move 
an impeachment with as little delay as poffible, what would have been his conduct? Would he 
not, when he gave notice in the laft feffion of his intention to proceed, have then moved 
for the papers he now wanted? Would he not have ftated then the mode he intended to proceed ? 
“This, Sir, faid the Major, would have been fair and honourable ; butthe Duke of Parma is the 
Right Honourable Gentleman’s model; and the Duke of Parma took every advantage. Tho 
Right Honourable Gentleman has, however, at laft declared the mode he intended to proceed. 
So defirous am I to afit in forwarding this bufinefs, that I pledge my honour to him, to fupply 
him with every paper and document that I can, relative to Owde, which I perceive he deems 
his ttrong-hold, or onany.other fubject. 


Situated as I am, Sir, I may be fuppofed, and I certainly do, in what I am going to fay,. 
fpeak the fentiments of Mr. Haftings. My agency is at an end by his return; but T fee! tor him 
the ftrongeft affection and regard, and my own reputation, which is trifling in the confideration 
of fo great an objeét, is concerned in the iflue of this bufinefs. I fay from Mr. Haftings, that’ 
fo far from defiring to clude any enquiry this Houfe might inftitute, he is eager for it, and he 
courts it ;—fo far from throwing obftructions in the way of it, he will fupply the Right Hon. 
Gentleman with any materials in his pofleffion in order to forward his charges. But he trufts, 
Sir, in the juftice, the dignity, andthe honour of this Houfe, that they will not be actuated by 

the fpirit of. the Duke of -Parma ; that as they will punifh him if guilty, they will protect him 
if innocent, and that they will not fuffer this important point to remain unncceflarily in fufpenfe, 
and that they will refift every attempt at an unneceflary delay. It-is not Mr. Haftings who takes 
up the time of the Houfe. The Right Honourable Gentleman has pledged himfelf years ago, in 
the face of God, this Haufe, and his country, to prove Mr. Haftings a moft notorious delin- 
quent. He is called upon to retraéthis pledge or to proceed, and he might have moved laft fef- 
{ion for his papers, and the impeachment this day, had he been as ready as Mr. Haftings. The 
mode of proceeding the Houfe will judge of, and all I fhall fay on the partof Mr. Haftings now, 
is, that he is ready tọ meet every charge, of every kind, that the Right Honourable Gentleman 

can 
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gan produce, Many he has brought forward, and all have been refuted. I have attended, Sir, 
in the gallery, before I had the honour of a feat here, when I have heard that Right Honourable 
Gentleman defcribe the oppreffions, the ravages, the cruelties, and the devattations committed in 
Bengal, in fuch terms that I conceived were beyond the warmeft imagination to invent. I de- 
clare to God, I have at times thought that the greateft part of my life has been fpent in fome 
quarter of the globe diftant indeed from the country the Right Honourable Gentleman has de- 
{cribed. I could initance many of his flights, as well as the tale of Almas Ally Cawn, and his 
unfortunate children ; but thefe I referve to another opportunity. A few words, Sig inreply to 
what has fallen from the noble Lord, and other Gentlemen, relative to the Rohilla war, the 
ftoppage of the King’s tribute, and the fale of Corah and Allahabad. ‘Thefe fubjects are not yet 
underitood in England, but I will explain them, and from no other authority than the 5:h Re- 
port of the Committee of say ee prefented to the Houfe by the Right Honourable and learned 
Gentleman below me. Sir, I fay; Mr. Haftings was not the author of the Rohilla war. It 
originated from meafures in which he had no concern, nor was he.in Bengal at the time. I was 
a fubaltern officer upon the fervice that produced it, and I will ftate the facts as they are; in 1771 
and 1772, an invafion of Owde and Rohilcund were threatened by the Mahrattas ; a treaty was . 
cancluded between Sujah Dowlah and the Rohillas, to which General Sir Robert Barker was 
the guarantee. By this-treaty Sujah Dowlah and the Englifh were to drive the Mahrattas acrofs 
the Ganges, and the Rohilla part of the expence was to be 40 lacks of rupees ; the fervice was 
performed: I was in the army under the command of Sir Robert Barker; we drove the Mahrattas 
acrofs the Ganges, we forded that river, and continued on the Rohilla frontier, till the rains had 
fet in, andthe Mahrattas had returned to the Decan. What was the refuit? the Rohillas re- 
fufed to pay the money, and in three feveral letters written by Sir Robert Barker, he advifes an 
‘attack upon them, and fays their treach and breach of faith are proverbial. Another miftake 
many gentlemen have:run into, the Rohillas are not a nation, but the conquerors of a nation, 
and a country now called Rohilcund ; the Aborigines are Hindoos; they are perhaps two mil- 
lions at prefent, but the Rohillas were a tribe of Afghan ‘l’artars, never amounting to 50,0CO 
men, of which half are now with Fyzulla Cawn, and they took pofleffion of Rohilcund in 
1742. I mention thefe facts to deftroy the effects of the Right Honourable Gentleman’s high 
colouring. ‘The fact of Corahand Allahabad is in as {mall a compafs. They were fermerly 
the dominions of Sujah Doewlah. By Lord Clive’s agreement with the King, they were to re- 
main with him for the fupport of his dignity. He quitted them—made them over to the Mah- 
rattas, upon-which we.refumed poflefion of them, and {topped the tribute, till orders fhould be 
fent from home. ‘Ihefe were a complete approbation ; and amid{ft the various changes that have 
happened, no one has i thought of-giving Corah and Allahabad back to the King, or remitting 
his tribute. All Mr. Haftings did, was to withhold it, till he had orders from home how to act, 
and thefe were conclufive. he noble Lord has faid, that he appointed Mr. Haftings in 1774 — 
that the Djretors rerhoved him in 1776, rightly, as he thought, but the Proprietors refitted it. 
Sir, it.is true, that twelve Directors, at that time, with much management, did vote for his re- 
moval, but he ftrongly refifted it, and the Proprietors were decidedly in his favour againit the 
whole weight of government. Then the. noble Lord tells us, that Mr. Macleane refigned for 
him,. which ftopped all further proceedings at.that time. : Will the noble Lord detail to this 
Houfe all the curious proceedings that attended that refignation ? If he. will, Mr. Haftings will 
be much obliged to him. How, Sir, was the, bufinefssmanaged ? Mr. Macicane’s powers were 
fubmitted to three Diref&tors, and one of the three thought them ne powers atall. If they were 
clear, why not fubmit them, as yF) ought to.have been, to the whole Court ; but the noble Lord 
knows it was ao refignation, till Mr. Haftings.fanétioned it. After the death of General Claver- 
ing, the noble Lord three feveral times confirmed Mr. Haftings, which is juft the fame in my 
mind, as if he had appointed him the Governor General of Bengal; and he has given an un- 
anfwerable reafon for {o doing, becaufe he thought: he poffeffed vigour and abilities. I am aftonifhed 
to hear the noble Lord contend, that there is any difference in the appointments in 79, 80, and 
$1, in fubftance from that of 1774—-they are the fame ; and the noble Lord mutt excufe me, if 
I fay that I have too high a,refpect for him, to fuppofe he will contend, thatif he had.deemed the 
Rohilla war fo exceptionable a meafure, as to difqualify Mr. Haftings from fo high an office, he 
would not, after full knowledge of that event,.have three feveral times confirmed him in the office 
of Governor General of.. Bengal. 


` Mr. Burke in reply faid, he was always cooland unruffied when any thing psrfonal was ad- 
dréfled to him, but when he heard that the: Rohillas were ¢xtirpated, and a whole people de- 
prived of their exiftence, he was.apt to be a little warm; to be fureit was wrong; it was a weak- 
nefs in him to give way to his feelings upon*fuch a trifling motive, and he would endeavour to 
amend his fault. The Honourable Gentleman had explained the matter of the Rohillas very 
curioufly, and fatisfaétory tothe Houfe-he had no doubt. The Rohillas were rangers, but the 
Mborigina native inhabigants,;-men with fwarthy complexions, children of the fun, and from 
their infancy poffefflors of the foil! This being the cafe, faid Mr. Burke, to be fure they did 
wifely to eXtirpate the Rohilla race and extinguifh a-whole people. Having purfued his pony 
fo 
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for fome little time, Mr. Burke faid, the Honourable Gentleman’s declaration, that he had re- 
futed all his charges, and that if he made twice as many, he would refute them too, reminded 
him of the brave Captain in the play ** Twenty more! Ki/l’em/ Twenty more! Kill them too\” 
The champion was invincible no doubt, or he would not have talked fo valiantly.—His threat 
was equal to a reply once publifhed to a fermon on the 30th of January, which was entitled, 
< A Reply to al) the Sermons that ewer have been, and to all that ewer fhall be preached on the 
goth of January.” As to his having omitted any of the evidence received by the Select Com- 
mictee, the Report in queftion had not been drawn by him; but if it had, the fact might have 
been the fame, as every Committee, in drawing up their reports, had a right to exercife their own 
judgments, and infert juft as much of the evidence as they oe proper. But if there was 
caule for complaint, a ht opportunity would offer for urging it. s tohis acting upon feelings 
of private enmity, he felt no malice againit any man; if any lurked in his mind, it was unknown 
to him, and was a vice of difpofition that nature curfed him with, and which he had neither 
yet difcovered, nor been able to fubdue and eradicate. With regard to his having fent out wri- 
ters to India, as an Honourable and learned Gentleman had afferted, what crime was there in 
that fact, or how did it difqualify him from calling the condu& of Mr. Haftings in queftion? 
The only misfortune was, that in truth and in fact, though he had lived fo much in the world, 
and had fo large a circle of acquaintance of all forts and degrees, he never once had made a Di- 
rector, nor fent out or procured to be fent out, a fingle writer to India, Never, no not one! 
T he Honourable and learned Gentleman was out in his conjeéture. Again the Honourable 
and learned Gentleman knew him by his ftyle, and had difcovered him in the difpatches of the 
Board of Dire€tors in 1783. What a miferable judge of fty!e muft the Honourable and learned 
Gentleman be, when it fo happened, that he never had written a line in any one difpatch of the 
Board of Direétors in the courfe of his life? The Henourable and learned Gentleman beld an 
office, the duty of which was extremely fingular; his duty was to hink what another man 
fhould /2y, for, as head of the Board of Controul, the Honourable and learned Gentleman 
dictated what others fizned, and thus the difpatches fent out to India, contained the Honourable 
and learned Gentleman’s fentiments, with the Board of Dire&tors fignatures. Now, had he . 
been concerned in writing the difpatches of the Directors in 1783, he fhould have done little 
more than revi:e them, and perhaps have correéted the ftyle; in fact, he fhould have acted as 
the Directors clerk; an humble ofmce furely ! Mr. Burke was a confiderable time upon his legs, 
and added many other obfervations by way of reply to the Chancellor of the Exchequer, Mr. 
Dundas, Mr. Le Mefurier, and others who had ipoken inthe courfe of the debate. 


Mr. Dundas rofe and declared, when he had mentioned the thirty-fix writers that had been 
fent out in 1783, he had not intended to infinuate that the Right Honourable Gentleman had 
any hand in fending them out, but had merely ftated the fact. He did not know who had 
fent them out, and it wasa matter of perfe& indifference to him. In regard to what he faid of 
the Right Honourable Gentleman’s having a hand in the Direétors difpatches of 1783, if the 
fa&t were, as the Right Honourab!e Gentleman had {tated it, undoubtedly he had been miftaken ; 
the reafon of ftating it was this, in rcading lately upon the fubjeét of the trade of a particular 
part of India, where the queftion was, whether the trade fhould be carried on by a monopoly, 
or be made an open trade, an admirably well-timed letter had come into his hand, and finding 
the {tyle remarkably good, he had exclaimed to a friend near him, ‘* this is furely Burke’s 
writing!” but in that conjeéture he meant the Right Honourable Gentleman no difhonour ; 
however he now found he had robbed the Direétors of a degree of credit that was due to them, 
and placed it to the account of the Right Honourable Gentleman. 


Mr. Fox faid, if what the learned gentleman had faid about the thirty-fix writers was what 
he really thought, he fhould not have rafhly thrown out the faét, in the manner he did in his 
former ipeech, when, from talking of the hop from whence they. came, and the pure Board of 
Directors of 1783, moft undoubtedly the infinuation had all the effect of an affection, that thofe 
who were in power in 1783, abufed that which they had determined to reform, and were adding 
to the mifchiefs that were already exifting in India. 


Mr. Dundas faid, he meant no fuch thing; but he adhered to the expreffion of faying, ** he 
€c knew the /hop they came from.” 


The queftion was then put and carried. 
Mr. Burke then made the following motions: 


1. ** That there be laid before this Houfe, an account of the time and manner of paying 

& into the Company’s treafury, a prefent of 100,00c]. made by the Nabob of Owdeto Warren 

«< Haftings, Efq. tor his prefent ufe, but, by the faid Court of Diretors, ordered to be paid 
+“ into the treafury, and the fpecial ufes and Pees to which the fame hath been wg 

; 2. ** Thali 
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2. *© That there be laid before this Houfe, extracts of the particulars of that part of the 
«c Company’s accounts in Bengal, commonly called the Durbar expences and reccipts, from 
“© the year 1770 to 1785 inclulive, fo far as the fame hath been received, diftinguifhing each 


€: year.” 


3. ‘* That there be laid before this Houfe, a fimilar extract of the Durbar expences and re- 
«c ceipts, from the faid period, in the Prefidencies of Madras and Bombay, diftinguifhing each 
« year, and each Prefidency.” 


4. ** That there be laid before this Houfe, an account of the times at which the feveral 
<< accounts of the annual revenues and expenditures of the Prefidency of Bengal, from 1766 to 
<< 1785, were tran{mitted to the. Directors ; and extracts, itating the reafons contained in any 
« difpatch from the faid Prefidency, for witholding or delaying any fuch accounts.” 


5. ** That there be laid before this Houfe, copies of all minutes of confultation and cor- 
<c refpondence, to and from Bombay and Madras, relative to a contraét or agency with Mr. 
< Anriol, Secretary to the Board and Council General, for a fupply of rice to Madras and 
< Bombay.” 


6. “© That there be laid before this Houfe, copies of all papers relative to the revenue, and 
€ contracts of opium, fince the year 1782, fo fur as the fame relates to any contract made 
< during the government of the faid Warren Haftings, Efq.” 


7. **© That there be laid before this Houfe, copies of al] minutes of confultation and cor- 
£c: refpondence between the Governor General and Council, and the Refident at the Durbar of 
<< the Nabob of Bengal, fince the month of January. 1780; together with an account of the 
< expenditure and diftribution of the ftipend allowed to the Nabob ; together with the actual 
€ employments now held, and thofe formeriy held, by Mañomed Reza Khan, and the orders of 
$ the Court of Direétors thereupon.” 


' 8. ** That there be laid before this Houfe, copies of all minutes of confultation, and other 
<c proceedings, ‘relative to a charge made by the Governor General, Warren Hattings, Efq. 
<* againft John Briftow, late Refident at Owde, for diftributing large fums of money from the 
*¢ treafury at Owde, without permiffion of the Nabob, or the permiffion or fanétion of the 
‘** Company’s Governor of Bengal, and without accounting for the fame.” 


Thefe motions produced a variety of converfations, in which Mr. Burke, Mr. Fox, Mr. She- 
ridan, Mr. Francis, the Chancellor of the Exchequer, Mr. Dundas, Major Scott, Mr, Ifaac 
Hawkins Browne, and Mr. Vanfittart fpoke. 


The Chancellor of the Exchequer contended, that if any new ground was broken, or papers 
moved for that went not to matters mentioned in the Reports of the Committees that had in 
the courfe of the day been fo often alluded to, he wifhed, and indeed -muft infift on the Right 
Honourable Gentleman’s ftating them to the Houfe. 


Mr. ‘Dundas fupported this very ftrenuoufly. 
Mr. Burke moved, 


se That there be laid before this Houte, copies of al] other correfpondence, during the refi- 
‘ dence of John Briftow, Efq. together with the documents therewith traufmitted from the 
‘ province of the Owde; and alfo the anfwers thereto, and all proceedings relative to his con- 


*¢ du& during the faid refidency, from the month of October, 1782.” 


° 
Mr. Pitt ftrenuoufly oppofed it, as opening to new matter, and making the enquiry broader 
than it needto be. Mr. Fox, Mr.-Sheridan, Mr. Brown, Mr. Ifaac Hawkins Browne, -Mr. 
Dundas, and Mr: Francis, all fpoke on this. Mr: Dundas contended, that Mr. Burke ought 
to open every new point that he called for papers to illuftrate. 


‘The Speaker complaining he was ill, it was agread at One this morning, to adjourn the debate 
till Monday, and the Houfe rofe half.an hour after. j i 


MR. BURKE 
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MR. BURKE renewel the fubje& of Friday’s adjourned debate—he made an alteration in 
his motion, calculated to anfwer the objeétion of the great number and voluminoufnefs of the 
papers moved for, and having obtained leave to withdraw his former motion,: moved for his new 
one. 


Mr. Dundas obje&ted to the motion, becaufe the Houfe were not fufficiently inftruSted in the 
object of the papers, or the ufe that was intended to be made of them, and argued on the im- 
propricty of calling for papers lightly and inconfiderately ; obferving, that the Right Honour- 
able Gentleman {cemed to imagine, that having once entered upon criminal proceedings, he 
was intitled to demand what documents he pleated, and that the Houfe weie to grant them as 
a mere matter of form. 


Fre was replied to by Mr. Burke, who contended that an accufer for the pubiic was entitled 
to great indulgence, and all the affiftance poffible, in the profecution of his object. He 
inftanced from the Republics of Greece and Italy, that the feveral States ufed to give every ad- 
vantage of information to thofe who took upon them the honourable, the dangerous, and difa- 
greeable tafk of bringing a public delinquent to trial. He went into the hiltory of Cicero’s profe- 
cution of V erres, and pointed out, that notwithftanding that Governor had reen in the higheft 
offices, and connected with the greateft men in Rome, yet when Cicero had undertaken 
to impeach him of extortion and other high crimes, every fource of infgrmation that could be 
thought of was laid open to him—he had a commiflion to examine the records of Sicily, to ran- 
fack the whole gcvermument for evidence, and even to fcarch the private accounts of the party 
accufed. Hecomplained of the treatment he received from the people, among whom he under- 
ftood it was faid, that he, formerly a refpe&ted and beloved member of parliament, had loft all 
his popularity by the prefent attempt to bring a great criminal to juftice. But in the midft of 
all the calumnies he might fuffer, he fhould always feel great contolation in reflecting upon a 
leffon he had learned in his youth.—*‘* Bleited are ye, when men revile and perfecute you, and 
< fpeak evil of you for my fake.” 


Major Scott agreed with the Right Honourable Gentleman [Mr. Burke] that it would be 
abfelutely neceffary to lay before the Houfe all the papers relative to Owde, if it was meant, 
and he earneftly hoped it was, to go into that fubjeét. He wouid, with the leave of the Houfe, 
gtate very fhortly what the fituation of that country had been, and what it now was, after Mr. 
Haftings formed the treaty of Benares, with the late Nabob Vizier Sujah ul Dowlah, in 
1773.. Mr. Middleton was appointed Refident at his court, but he had not the fmalleft inter- 
ference, directly or indirectly, in the management of the revenues, or with the government of 
the country. Upon Sujah Dowlah’s death, a new treaty was formed with his fon and fucceffor, 
Afoph ul Dowlah, highly advantageous for the Company, which Mr. Haftings, acknowledging 
its advantages, oppofed, as being contrary to the exiting engagements, which in his opinion 
did not expire with the late Vizier. Mr. John Briftow was then fent to Owde, by General 
Clavering., Colonel Monfon, and Mr. Francis, with more enlarged powers, and at the end of 
a few months Britifh officers were appointed, at the Vizier’s requeft, to command his troops. 
Here then, the Major faid, a new fy{tem was adopted, by which the Vizier’s government was 
weakened, and none that was efficient efgablifhed in its r6om. In 1779, the Vizier complained 
of the diftrefs brought upon his country, by the number of Europeans ftationed there.—Mr. 
Haftings did not deny the fact; but ftated very clearly and explicitly that he was not the author 
of the meafures which had produced the evils complained of, which he faid he would redrefs, 
though the critical fituation of our affairs prevented that redrefs being immediate. The officers 
and troops were withdrawn in 1781, but re-eftablifh:d foon after the Vizier’s rcquifition. 


In October 1782, Mr. Briftow, who had been removed after the death of Colonel Monfon, 
was appointed Kefident at Owde. Difagreements foon broke out between him, the Vizier, and 
Hyder Bey Cawn ; it was not, the Major faid, neceflary to fay who was right or wrong in thofe 
difputes, but matters came at laft to fo alarming a height, that the Conful General confented 
toarm Mr. Haftings with full powers, and to withdraw Mr. Briftow. Mr. Haftings accor- 
dingly proceeded to Lucknow, in February, 17843; and much as he deferved the thanks of the 
Court of Directors and his country for his importaat ferviccs, the Major declared, that he had 
at no time more diftinguifhed himfelf than in that deputation. He reftored peace, tranquillity, 
and good order to the country. He fixed the Vizier’s authority completely through his do- 
minions, and he recovered for the Company that large balance (above 700,00cI].) which the 
Right Honourable Gentleman over againft him (Mr. Fox) had two years ago done completely 

away’, 


(C 16 ) 


away, by one dafh of his pen, and had taxed the Dire€tors with audacity, for prefuming ta 
include it in their accounts. All that Mr. Haftings had done in Owde had been mof fully and 
completely Ri g by the Direftors, and by that Board of Controul which the wiidom of the 
egiflature ha i gece to fuperintend the Company’s affairs ; nay, the only point of dif- 
ference between Mr. Haftings and his Council had been determined entirely in favour of Mr. 
Sangi. Major-Scott faid, that he was of courfe moft anxious to bring the whole of the Owde 
bufinefs before that Houfe and the public; but it could only be done by calling for all the 
papers from the time of Mr. Briftow’s appointment down to the day of Mr. Haftings’s embark- 
ation, or later, if any papers had fince been received. 


The Major begged, as this was an adjourned debate, to be indulged with a few words as to 
another fubjeét, which he hoped to fet in a new and ftrong light to many genttemen in the 
on. The Right Honourable Gentleman had, in the laft debate, afxed the Right Honour- 

and-diedrned Gentleman bélow him, whether he had ever heard of Benares? He well recol- 
le&ted, that when the Right Honourable Gentleman (Mr. Fox) on the produétion of his bill 
two years fince, mentioned Benaregs, he had treated the fubjeé&t in his ufual manly way, and had 
freely met the argument. Heafferted, that the demand originally made of five lacks of rupecs 
was unjuft, and contrary to argument. Here, then, he would bring the matter to an iffue. 
Mr. Haftings, when the war broke out with France, in July 1778, propofed to increafe the 
army in Bengal, by raifing nine battalions of fepoys, and to reinforce Sir Edward Vernon, then 
before Pondicherry with two fhips of war, and to fit out a marine force for the river. He pro- 
ofed to call upon Cheyt Sing for the proportion of the increafed expence, which he fixed at 
lacks of rupees. His council (Mr. Barwell, Mr. Francis, and Mr. W heler) unanimouf y 
agreed, the Honourable Gentleman (Mr. Francis) propofing that Cneyt Sing fhould be informed 
ia demand would not be made after the war was at an end. To this Mr. Haftings confented— 
demand was made—compliance promifed, but afterwards refufed. Mr. Haftings fpoke 
warmly of Cheyt Sing’s behaviour, and then the queftion of right was agitated, in the month 
ef Auguft, 1778. pon this occafion, Mr. Haftings folemnly recorded as a principle, that 
the engagement with Cheyt Sing did by no means ‘* preclude that right which every govern- 
& ment paflefi¢s, ta compel all dependencies to contribute by extraordinary fuppiies, to the 
«s gelief of extraordinary emergencies” 


Here then was Mr. Haftings’s principle recorded, and it was received in England, in April 
37793 but left the fubjecét fhould be loft in the mafs of confultations, it made a part of the 
general letter. This demand was again made, and enforced by miu:itary violence, at Jeaft by a 
threat of military execution, in 1779 and 1780, and regular intelligence tranfimitted each year 
to the Court of Direftors, who never once exprefied the tmalleft difapprobation of Mr. Haf- 
tings’s principle, or of his enforcing it by violence. What then, faid the Major, is the ftate 
of a Gavernor in India, if acting upto his duty, if recording the principles upon which he aéts, 
and trani{mitting repeated intelligence to his conftituents of having fo acted, he fhall be liable, 
at 3 diftant periad, tq be called to account for what he did years ago, and his fuperiors approved 
‘gf È for lence, in fuch a cate, was approbation. Thefe circumftances, it was true, were not 
reposted by the Seled&t Committee, nor perhaps known by the Right Honourable Gentleman, 
when he talked of the pound of flefh, and the bond of the Jew. “The Select Committee merely 
reported that the Directors had taken no notice of the firft communication. 


Here Major Scott was called to order by Mr. Wilberforce, and excufed himfelf by faying that 
he really conceived the adjourned debate alluded tothe whole bufinefs of Friday lał, and not 
merely to the motion,-or he fhould not have intruded fo long upon the indulgence of the 


Houfe. 


Mr. Francis anfwered Major Scott, endeavouring to fhew, that however the circumftances 
he had mentioned might be true, there were others relating to the affairs of Owde that were 
highly criminal, There was much information and Afiatic hiftory in the fpeeches of both thefe 
gentlemen. 


Mr. Pitt, with a great impartiality, admitted the neceffity and propriety of giving every pof- 
fible affiftance to any gentleman that came forward as the accufer of a public delinquent; but 
he was of opinion, that it was highly requifite that the Houfe fhould be informed of the ufe to 
which the papers in queftion were to be applied, becaufe no gentleman had a right to judge for 
the Floufe what papers they ought to have, but to ftate his reafons for wifhing for them, and to 
leave it with the Houfe to determine on their neceflity. He drew an ingenious diftin&tion be- 
tween thénew charges intended to be brought againit Mr. Haftings, and thofe which were to be 
ceglle&ted t of the Report of the Select Committee, fhewing, that if papers were wanti to 
elucidate the latter, it would only be necefflary to point out how they were relevant to ihe fala 
joa; but if, for the purpofe of fubftantiating the former, it was then neceffary to point out the 
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charge itfclf, as well as the means by which the papers required were expected to apply to it. 
‘Lhe Riaht Honourable Gentleman baving determined to move for articles of impeachment firft, 
and afterwards for the impeachment itfelf, would lofe the advantages of that method of pro- 
ceedinz, whatever they might be, by firft committing the Houfe, which would be the cafe if 
they were to vote for the production of papcrs, as if their relevancy to the imputed guilt were 
alreaiy admitted without firft having it {tured how they were to have a connection with the 
charges intended to be made, or even knowing what thofe charges were. 


‘He was anfwered by Mr. Fox, who-contended, thatthe mode in which his Right Honour- 
able friend propoted to conduét the bufinefs, made it extremely proper for him to be at Itberty 
to arrange his materials without being obliged in every ftep to go into the detail. 


After a vaft deal of defultory converfation between the gentlemen tHat had already fpoken, 
and Meffirs. Smith, Grenville, Rous, &c. Mr. Burke’s motions were feveralky put, and 
‘Carried, | 





FEBRUARY 25th. 


MAJOR SCOTT faid, that from the time the Right Honourable Gentleman (Mr, 
‘Burke) had moved for his papers, he had been very anxious for their produétion, and had 
been twice at the India-Houfe in order to learn when it was probable they would be prefented 
‘tothe Houfe. He had been informed that morning that the greateft part of the papers were 
already prepared, and he would wifh to move that fuch as were ready fhould be prefented with- 
out any delay, that the Houfe might have an early opportunity of perufing them. He could 
affure the Houfe that the only anxiety he felt was, to bring forward the bufinefs as quick as 
poffible, and that anxiety had been increafed by his obferving what was doing out of doors, 
where the moft feandalous mifreprefentations of what had been faid in that .Houfe were made. 
He well knew that fuch mifreprefentations could have no effeét-upan the Houfe, on whofe 
juftice and impartiality he had the firmeft reliance, but when falfe and injurious calumnies 
were aflerted, and when thofe calumnies were imputed to a Member -of that Houfe, with a 
view of affeétirg the character of aman who had long held a very high office abroad, it was a 
matter of great importance that no ftudied or unneceflary deiay fhould be ufed in bringing for- 
ward thofe charges, to fubftantiate which the papers were moved for. Major Scott then read 
an extract from a newfpaper, purporting that Mr. Burke had pledged himfelf to prove, that 
by the exprefs orders of Mr. Hattings tome natives in India had been put to the torture.— 
This, the Major faid, was an affertion totally void of foundation. “The Honourable Mem- 
‘ber, he was informed, had faid no fuch thing. Mr. Hadtings knew nothing of the matter, and 
he was fure no Eng!ifhman had authorifed fuch an act of barbarity; but an affertion of this 
kind was very well calculated to miflead the public, and he would therefore move, “< that as 
‘faft as the papers could be got ready, they fhould be produced to the Houfe,”’ 


The Speaker told the Major his Motion was informal and unneceflary. 


M ARCH 4th. 


Mr. BURKE, notwithftanding his i!lnefs, came down to the Houfe yefterday, in order to 
profecute his caarge againdt Mr. Hattings ; and accordingly moved : 


«c That there be laid before this Houfe copies or duplicates of all papers relative to the laft 
<< peace with che Manrattas, or any demand made by the Manhrattas concerning the ceffion or 
«<< ,eftoration of any tertitories now in the poficMios cf the Company or its allies, or of the 
<¢ payment of any chout or fourth part of the revenues; orof aay fum in l'eu thereof, or 
e concerning any payment ef money or loans to any cf che faid Mahrattas, made or paid 
s< fince the aft of January, 1779.” 
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Ir. Burke faid it would appear from thefe papers that there had heen the moft fhameful alts 
of treachery, and breach of faith committed in India in thofe feveral tranfactio: sy cid that 
our allics had been facrificed to our enemies. He went over the general grounds of his tormer 
{pecches on the fubject, and concluded with faying, that notwichitanding the difficultics he 
found he was to encounter, and the fecurity that the friends of Mr. Hattings feemcd to be in, 
he had not the moft remote apprehenfion of his being unable to bring home the whole of his 
charges again{ft the delinquent. 


To this Mr. Dundas and Mr. Pitt obje&ted, on the ground of the tormer argument on the 
fubject, that it was by no means a matter of courfe, merely becaufe a Mlember of that Houfe 
had ftepped forward asan accufer of a perfon charged-with delinquency, that he was therefore 
entitled to demand and receive any papers he thought proper to itate as relevant to his charge, 
—befides that the pretemt papers could not be produced withouta manifett impropricty, as they 
would tend to unfold the whole of thofe negociations by which Mr. Hattinys, with the moit 
unexampled and brilliant ability, contrived to detach from the alliance the feveral Mahratta 
Princes. Moreover, thaton the fubjcct of the Mabhbratta peace, there could be no ground tor 
any criminal charge at all, inafmuch as that meafure wasin itfelf highly meritorious, and had 
been the means of reftoring the affairs of India from a fituation the moft deplorable to their 
prefent profperous ftate. Mr. Pitt, however, differed from Mr. Dundas in refpect of the pa- 
pers relative to Rajanautra, and the Ranah cf Goad, which he faid ought certainly to be pro- 
duced, becaufe thofe perfons having been our allies, and deferted by us inthe treaties alluded 
to, it implied a guilt prima facia ; and therefore the neceflary means of elucidating thefe points 
fhould po doubt be afforded to the Houfe. 


Mr. Fox and Mr. Montague contended for the production of all the papers; the latter, 
however, lamented the profpect there was of his Right Honourable Friend’s not being able to 
furmount the difficulties that were to be thrown in his way ; but that he muft, if defeated in 
his prefent object, look forward to time and future experience to do him juftice. 


Major Scott entered into a long detail of affairs in India, and in a part of his fpeech glanced 
at the oppofite fide of the Houfe, as if he had meant to fuggeft that thofe who were now en- 
gaged in preparing an impeachment of Mr. Haftings, at one time made overtures to that gen- 
tleman, and would have beem glad to have been his friends. 


Mr. Fox rofe as foon as Major Scott fat down, and called upon the Major to charge him 
with having either directly or indirectly, at any time when he was in office, or at any other 
time, made an offer of a compromife, or fignified an inciination to enter into any treaty of com- 
promife with Mr. Haftings, or with any perfon for Mr. Haftings, if he could make good any 
fuch charge. Mr. Fox faid his own mind had always been uniform and fimilar on that fub- 
 je&; it never had. varied: and therefore he could anfwer immediately for himfelf that he had 

never for one moment lent his hand to any fuch purpofe, nor did he know of any perfons hav- 
ing offered to enter into acompromife for him; if he did, it was without his knowledge, and 
he difavowed him. - Indeed the Houfe might recolle€&t, that when he was in office, and opened 
his India Bill, report had faid that the great ground of that Bill was a direct attack on Mr. 
Haftings, and much clamour and abufe had gone forth againft him under that idea; it was 
not therefore very likely that he fhould at the very time be encouraging a fecret treaty with 
Mr. Haftings or his‘agents. Mr. Fox faid further, that he believed among the loofe converfa- 
tions that pafled between thofe with whom he aéted when in office, it had been once talked of 
that Mr. Haftings was to be regarded as a formidable adverfary, confidering the plan they had de- 
eided upon purfuing with refpe& to India, and that, perhaps, it would be lefs dangerous to let 
him remain quiet ; but the idea had not been harboured a moment by him, and he was pretty 
fure that his colleagues in office had felt and aéted exa&tly as he had. Mr. Fox faid he wifhed 
the Houfe had been full, when the Honourable Gentleman had thought proper to throw out 
an infinuation of fo dark a nature; at any rate he was glad to fee there was a full gallery. 


ma Pe Scott rofe again, and acquitted Mr. Fox of having ever fhewn a wifh to compromife 
with Mr. Haftings, but he declared fomething had pafled between an Honourable Gentleman 
and him, that fully juftified him in what he had faid. The firft time he faw him in that 
Houfe, he would ftate the fact. 


After this the gallery was cleared, but Mr. Wyndham rifing to palliate the differences of 
opinion, and to argue candidly and coolly for the papers ftated in the Motion, the itrangers 
were permitted to return to their feats. 


As foon as Mr. Wyndham fat down, Mr. Wilberforce rofe in the avowed character of a 


friend tothe Minifter, but unconneéted with him by place or fituation, to give his advice to 
both 
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beth fides. Mr. Wilberforce recommended it to gentlemen on the other fide of the Houfe to 
conduct themieclves with more temper, and not to czil for papers, the production of which 
might lead to mifchief; and the Miniiters he cautioned againit giving any papers, that they 
in thei: confciences thought would be attended with injurious confcquences to our interefts 
in India, 


Mr. Burke, in the courfe of his reply, faid the Honourable Gentleman took care to give his 
advice where he knew it would be followed, and he aéted fti!l more wifely, he took fecurity for 
its being followed, becaufe he knew before he gave it that Minifters were determined not to 
give the papers in queftion. With regard to the advice the Honourable Gentleman had given 
him, it was unnecefiary ; he ftood there in the awful character of accufer, calling for papers 
neceffary to make good his charges, and thofe papers contained no fecrets, nor would he have 
demanded them for the purpofe infinuated, that ef doing mifchief. Mer. Burke went on with 
various arguments to urge the Treafury Bench to grant the papers. 


Mr. Wilberforce, in explanation, faid the Right Honourable Gentleman had mifunderftood. 
him ; he knew perfeétly well the Right Honourable Gentleman could not defcend to any act 
unworthy of nis high character: afterwards the Houfe divided. Ayes, 44. Noes, 87- 


When the divifion was over, Mr. Burke moved for other papers, fome of which were 
granted, and fome refufed. 


From the PUBLIC ADVERTISER of Marcu 6th. 


WE have now room to give Major Scott’s Speech on Friday at length; the difference of 
Opinion that afterwards arofe in one part of it was deferred for a future difcuffion : 


< I hope the Houfe will forgive me for prefuming to requeft their indulgence for a fhort 
time, as I am particularly called upon by the Right Honourable Gentleman below me (Mr. 
Pitt) whofe offer I accept with pleafure.—It is undoubtedly the wifh of Mr. Haftings, that 
every paper moved for by the Right Honourable Gentleman over the way may be granted by 
this Houle ; but itis impoffible he can be more anxious for any papers, than thofe which re- 
{pect Mr. Anderfon’s neyociations.—T he world, I believe, are agreed very generally as to the 
merits of that peace ; and if the detail was before the Houfe, if the circumftances under which 
the negociation was commenced, and the difficulties and obftructions thrown in the way, if ic 
w-re known, which would of courfe appcar in Mr. Anderfon’s correfpondence, Mr. Haftings 
would not only be juftified, but entitled to the warmeft applaufe.—After the very implicit de- 
clarations that have fallen from two Right Honourab!e Gentlemen, who are acquainted with 
€very part of the negociation, I am not apprehenfive that any flur can be cait upon the cha- 
racter of Mr. Haftings, for any part of the Mahratta peace. 


s ‘The Right Honourable Gentleman (Mr. Burke) who poffeffes great powers of language, 
and a very fertile imagination, has aflerted, that the faith of the nation has been groísly violated 
in Mr. Haftings’s conduct to the Rana of Giohid. Every paper that can tend to prove this 
charge is, I underftand to be granted: but till they are all before us, will the Houfe permit me, 
by a plain recital of facts, to prove how {ftrangely and unaccountably the Right Honourable 
Gentleman has been mifled.— Fortunately, Sir, there are now in London, three officers-who 
were upon fervice with the Rana.—The firft, Colonel Muir, a gentleman who has ferved his 
King and the Company nine-and-forty years, with honour and fuccefs; he negociated the 
feparate treaty with Madagee Sindra.—The fecond, is Colonel Popham, who commanded che 
army firft fent to -tke affiftance of the Rana, and took. the {trong fortrefs of Givaleor, the 
Gibraltar of Indoftan. The third is a near relation of mine, Captain Jonathan Scott, who 
wis Pertian tranflator, firit to Colonel Popham, and afterwards to Colonel Camac while they 
commanded in Gohid.—Our firft ecnneétion with the Rana, was in contequence of his preffins 
and earneft application, the latter end of 1779, at a time that his country was almoft entircly 
ma the hands of the Mahrattas.— The Honourable Gentleman (Mr. Francis) who was then a 
member of the Supreme Council, may recollect the motives afigned by Mr. Haftines for ente-- 
) inte this alliance, that he hoped, by a feries of military operations in that country, to draw 
NMadayee Sindia from Guzzush, and to accelcrate a peace with the Mahratta State ; Siodia pt 
“yet time comn anced their armics, and was oppofed to Cieneral Goddard, 
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ficld picces, was ordered to march to the Rana’s affiftance.—In lefs than two months he drove 
the Mahrattas from Gohid, and he poflefled himfelf of fome diftriéts belonging to the Mahrat- 
tas. On our part the treaty was faithfully performed—but the Rana neither co operated with 
his forces, or furnifhed the money or provifions that he was bound by the treaty to fupply us 
with.—In October, 1780, the fortrefs of Givaleor was taken, and, againft the opinion of Mr. 
Haftings, was not immediatcly delivered to the Rana.— In the following April however, he was 
put in complete pofleffion of it.—Colonel Camac fucceeded Colonel Popham, and his army 
advanced towards Maliva, but unfupported by the Rana. Ilis army was harraffed by the 
Mahrattas to fuch a degree, that the Colonel wrote very preffingly to the commanding officer 
at Corah for a reinforcement, but before Colonel Muir could join him, he made a night attack 
wpon the camp of Sindia, and compleatly fucceeded, taking Lis guns and ammunition, with a 
great quantity of provifions, &c. 


s Overtures for peace were made by Madagee Sindia to Colonel Muir, who concluded the 
treaty under the inftructions he received from Mr. Haftings, which were written foon after his 
retreat from Benares te Chunac, and difpatched in a quill to Colonel Muir.— T hefe inftructons 
have been fully defended by the Right Honourable Gentleman below me.—Colonel Muir tranf- 
mitted to Mr. H aftings and the Supreme Council, what they deemed the moft fuil and unequi- 
vocal proofs of the Rana’s treachery and breach of faith; and if thefe do not fatisfy the Houfe, 
then the Right Honourable Gentleman’s charge will be well grounded.—But though we were 
deceived by the Rana in every inftance, the expedition projeéted by Mr. Haftings had every 
effect which he predicted from it, and did lay the foundation of that general peace we now 
enjoy in India. 


<< With refpect to the Rajah of Bhopaul, he was left out of the treaty by his own exprefs 
defire, and for very forcible reafons affigned 2] himfelf; but here I tread on tender ground: I 
o 


am unwilling to fay more, till the Right nourable Gentleman tells us what Rajahs were 
facrificed by Mr. Anderfon’s treaty. 


s An Honourable Gentleman, early in the debate, pronounced a very ftreng panegyric upon 
the Right Honourable Gentleman over the way, but I wifh he had Rated for what acts he would 
receive his reward from pofterity. Wiéillit be for the violent and opprobrious epithets he has be- 
ftowed uniformly upon Mr. Haftings, whom he has often mentioned as a delinquent, fome times 
asa trembling and fore one—but I ought not to be affeéted by them. Permit me, Sir, if it is 
not introducing extrancous matter, to fay, that ftrong and violent as his language has been when 
{peaking of Mr. Haftings, it was equally pointed, equally violent formerly, when addrefled to 
he Noble Lord in the Blue Ribbon, now his Noble Friend.—He has pledged himfelf to impeach 
Mr. Haftings ; he did pledge himfelf formerly to impeach the Noble rd—nay, his impeach- 
ment was much further advanced ; for, as I have heard, he declared it was in his pocket.—lI 
have read much of the proceedings of Parlizment before I arrived in England, and have attended 
them too clofely ever fince to be furprifed at inconfiftencies. I bow with implicit fubmiffion to 
the prefent mode of proceeding, though, asa brother officer of mine obferved, it differs from a 
Court Martial, where the charge comes firft, and the evidence after. But I am fure it will be 
allowed, that itis attended with one difadvantage to Mr. Haftings.—It fubjeéts him to a load of 
calumny and abufe, without an opportunity of exculpating himfelf; but as vague and unfup- 
ported charges are made ufe of as engines againft him, and have been, I have furely a right to 
bring prefumptive proofs of his innocence.—I can fafely and truly declare, that in no one pe- 
riod have I acted like a man who has a bad caufe to fupport, nor have I ever fought protection 
for Mr. Haftings from any Adminiftration, 


< When I arrived in England, the Noble Lord in the Blue Ribbon was the Minifter.—He 
gave to Mr. Haftings, at that time, a certain degree of confidence and fupport, for very good 
reafons, becaufe he conceived him to pofflefs vigour and abilities, and to poflefs the confidence of 
his conftituents. Mr. Haftings, as was his duty under a Parliamentary appointment, commu- 
nicated to the Noble Lord regularly all the political tranfactions of his government, and when he 
propofed his re-appointment three feveral times to Parliament, the Noble Lord well knew every 
fubject that has been mentioned in this Houfe, and particularly the rife and progrefs of the Mah- 
ratta war, and the demand made upon Cheyt Sing to contribute his proportion to the general 
war.— When the Adminiftration was changed, and a Noble Marquis, now deceafed, became 
the Minifter, very different ideas were entertained of Mr. Haftings, and his recal was voted in 
this Houfe.—I will not now go upon that fubjeét; but is there a gentleman who hears me now, 
who will not allow that if the Proprietors had not refifted that vote, involved as we were with 
all Europe and all India, our Empire in India would have been loft ?—For that aét, Sir, the 
Proprietors deferve the thanks of their country ; but if Mr. Haftings’s particular friends had had 
a doubt of the purity of his character, would they have provoked Adminiitration by fuch an 
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« The next Minifter, the Marquis of Lanfdown, hac been deftribed as the friend of Mr, 
Haftings ; but that that Noble Lord laboured to effect his removal, though foiled in the attempt 
ay the Proprietors at large, againft the opinion.of thirteen of their Directors, is moft certain. 

n the next change, when the Right Honourable Gentleman came into office, Mr. Haftings 
had nothing favourable to expeét; but I appeal to the Right Honourable Gentleman, whether 
any attempt was made to induce him to fhew any indulgence to him, and when the India Bill 
was brought in, would the friends of Mr. Haftings pleage themfelves to remain neuter? IF 
they had done fo, Sir, would not Mr. Haftings have been perfeétly fecure from the promifed 
impeachment ?— The prefent proceedings are of a very extraordinary kind—Mr, Haftings is not 
yet charged with any crime; but for years he has becn treated by one defcription of men as 4 
notorious delinquent: Under thefe circumftances, it can hardly be expeéted that I fhould be 
precluded by the plea of a confidence which I never fought, from ftating fuch.facéts as appear_te 
me moft likely to fet the conduét of his profecutors in a true point of view.” 





M aR cH .7th, 


‘Mr. BURKE moved that queftion for papers relative to Delhi, that the order of the day ‘had 
been moved upon lait Friday. 


Mr. Dundas faid he would not mifpend the time of the Houfe, fo much as to go again over 
thofe reafons, that he had on Friday laft fo amply ftated in the detail, that induced him to re- 
fufe his confent to thofe motions, which if carried, would reveal fecrets that policy required 
fhould be concealed. The motion was.one of that defcription, and therefore he muit ob- 
ject to it. 


Mr. Sheridan complained of that manner of refufing material papers, without ftating any: par- 
ticular {pecific reafon for fuch.refufal ; but what-he principally rofe for, Mr. Sheridan faid, had 
been in order to give the Houfe an explanation of that charge, or rather infinuation, refpectin 
him, that an Honourable Gentleman oppofite to him had thrown out. "The Committee woul 
recolleét, that when he heard of the matter on Friday evening he had acted in the manner which 
he hoped they would think moft proper for him to adopt under the circumftances of -the cafe as 
they then ftood. He had, fince that, had aninterview with the perfon with whom he had talked 
upon the fubje&t, and who indeed he had commiffioned to go to the Honouráble Gentleman op- 
pofite him, who he did not doubt would do him the juftice fully to explain to the Houfe when he 
fat down, that he had been miftaken in his faét, having been fatisfied by the Gentleman in quef- 
tion that he was fo. In order to make the Houfe more clearly underftand what he meant, ‘it 
would be neceflary for him to ftatea little of fome opinions he had ever referved in his own mind, 
and did not intend to have ftated, had-not this bufinefs made it nea ATT. With- regard to India: 
affairs, he had thought there were but two lines of conduét to be purfued after thofe ftrong and 
emphatic Refolutions of the 28th of May, 1782, had been voted. The one was torrecal Mr. Haftings 
immediately, by the ftrong arm of Parliament, and punifh him exemplarily ; the other to bring in 
an India Bill, in-which, on grounds.of expediency, on account of the times not ‘bearing fo ftrong 
a meafure, and the difference of opinion refpecting it, no- retrofpeét fhould be had, but all the 
claufes fhould look tothe future. So thinking, when the India Bill of his .Right Honourable 
Friend was preparing, the latter meafure appeared to him moft expedient to. be followed, more 
efpecially as the time for calling home Mr. Haftings by aé¢t of Parliamént, was, in his mind, 
gone by, and therefore he had fent a friend to the Honourable Gentleman oppofite to him,, to 
. know whether Mr. Haftings would come home if recalled. In the courfe of the converfation 
that he had with his friend, the intended India Bill was certainly mentioned, but merely as mat- 
- ter of converfation, and not as a propofition to the Honourable Gentleman. ‘This he had the 
happinefs to fay was the true ftate of the cafe, as the Gentleman in queftion had aflured both him 
and the Honourable Gentleman oppofite to him, and that there had not.bcen the moft diftant idea 
_ of bartering with Mr. Haftinygs for his fupport of the India Bill. 


Major Scott perfectly admitted, that the gentleman he had feen originally on the bufinefs, 
had confirmed fince Friday laft every fyllable the Honourable Gentleman had uttered, and he 
begged leave to thank him for fo fair a ftatement of the tranfaction. He only differed from him 
in one particular, and that was this: he had always conceived that the converfation about Mr. 
Fox’s India Bili had been the principal, and the queftion as to whether Mr. Haftings would come 
home, or would erect the ftandard of rebellion in India, the a@ccefary point and caufe of the 
meflage to him. Moft certainly the pono with whom he- converfed, had aflured him i 
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‘was not, and he was bound to think fo now. But he would ftate to the Houfe why it was 
natural for him to have thought fo at the time, and the matters had very ftrongly imprefled his 
mind in that way ever fince. In the firft place he had no powers from Mr. Haftings to treat of 
his refignation, and he had ftated as much at the India Houfe three years ago, by reading a_ part: 
of Mr. Haftings’s inftru€tions to him, which he would Ifkewife read tothe Houfe. “Ihe Ma- 
jor then read an extract from his inftructions. As a farther proof that fuch had been the irn- 
preffion he had received, he read from a paper of yefterday, the paragraphs and anfwers that 
had appeared in it on the fubject in 1783, and very candidly faid, they had no right to fuppofe 
they came from Mr. Sheridan, but they certainly came from fome-where ; they did not fall 
down from Heaven on the Compofitor’s letter cafe, and as they ran in the fame {tile with Mr. 
Fox’s {fpeech on opening his India Bill, they ‘certainly came from fome friend of that gentle- 
man. The Major added a variety of obfervations'to account for his having been fo long under 
‘the impreffion that he had thus erroneoufly given way to. 


Mr. Sheridan rofe once or twice to correct Major Scott, and to beg that he would let the 
Houfe know that it had been their mutual friend, and not he (M. S.) that had fet him right as 
-to the real purport and end of the meflage. 


Mr. Fox exprefied great fatisfaction that the matter had been fo well cleared up, and re- 
peated what he had thrown out on Friday, the inftant he heard the infinua:ioa made, affuring 
the Houfe that he never had ‘entertained a thought of compromifing with Mr. Haftings, asthe 
fpeech he had made on opening his India Bill had fufficiently proved. It was likewife clear that 
he had been concerned in no treaty of tke kind in queltion, or it would have been natural for 
hrm to have waited to have learnt howe the treaty went on before he opened his bill. Mr. Fox 
made.a great many pertinent remarks, till at length he was reminded from the chair, that the 
queftion had no reference to the fpecies of argument he was ufing. Mr. Fox admitted the 
propriety of the correction, and preceeded to fpeak to the queftion, which he fupported in a 
mafterly ftyle. He began that part of his fpeech with defiring that two of the Refolutions of the 
28th of May 1782, might be read, and on thofe refolutions, and the letters of Major Brown 
from Delhi, he grounded moft of his arguments to fhew that the papers were abfolutely nē- 
nee as they proved that Mr. Hattings had acted in direét defiance of the refolutions of that 

oufe. 


The Chancellor of the Exchequer, ina reply of fome length, refufed to comply with the 
Motion as tending to affe&t the policy of India, by opening the fecrets of neyociations in that 
‘country, which the peace and tranquility of Hindoftan rendered abfolutely neceffury fhould re- 
main undivulged. Major Brown’s letter, the Chancellor treated as the unauthenticated effufion 
of achimerical projector, that might neither delerve the credit of the Houfe, nor affe& the cha- 
racter of Mr. Haftings. 


‘Lord North moft ably argued upon the anfwer of the Chancellor of the Exchequer, treating 
with great force of ridicule the fuggeftion that Mr. Brown was a wild chimerical projector, 
wholly unauthorifed in his proceedings by Mr.. Haftings. 


Mr. Burke fpoke long, and with his wonted degree of animation ; at the fame time he read 
part of Major Brown’s letter from Delhi, and of Mr. Haftings’s letter from Lucknow, asa part 
of his fpeech, and declared if the infinuation of an Honourable Gentleman had been true‘and he 
had been deferted by his honourable friend, and by all mankind, the preat caufe he was engaged 
in fhould not have abandoned, but even ftanding alone, he would have proceeded. 


Mr. Vanfittart and Mr..Dundas each made fhort fpeeches. 
At ten minutes before Twelve the Houfe divided on the queftion, Ayes 24—Noes 88. 


A motion was made as foon as the Houfe was refumed, for copies of three letters, two from 
Major Brown at Delhi, and one from Mr. Haftings at Lucknow, which Mr. Fox rofe to prefs 
for with fome warmth. He faid, if the papers {tated in the queftion were refufed, there was an 
end of afking for papers, however material to the profecution thofe papers might be, and how- 
ever free from any imputation of being dangerous or likely to affeét the policy of India. He 
could not believe, however, that his Majefty’s Minifter would go the length of refufing the three 
letters in queftion; if he did, what a fhameful faét would it not eftabiifh? Would it not then 
-appear in broad and ftriking colours, that a Right Honourable Gentleman had perfuaded that 
Houfe to vote a number of franc Refolutions, not one of which he meant they fhould ever give 
‘force and efficacy to? Of the papers now called for, the Houfe could already pretty well judge 
the tendency, fince in the preceding debate they had heard the moft material paflages read and 
argued on. ‘They muft, therefore be aware, that no harm whatever could arife from ues i 
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them, and making them public; he and his friends had duplicates of them already in their pof- 
fefion, and were perfe@tly mafters of their contents ; in refuftng to let them formally be laid 
upon the table, the other fide of the Houfe would ftand w thout excufe. Mr. Fox contended 
for iome time, that it was in his mind impoffible that they fhould do fo; if they did, and 
pleaded that their granting the papers would affect the policy of India, he mu ft declare that 
ever fince he had fat in Parliament, he never haa witneffled fo difgraceful a conduét ; his com- 
fort, however would be, that however the Minifter might withftand every individual Motion for 
papers, and prevent any thing like evidence fromm being obtained 4 however he might rely on the 
power of his majorities in that Houfe, there was another tribunal, to which he mu ft go for trial, 
the tribunal of the public, who would judge for themfelves, and however the Right Honourable 
Gentleman might reit fatisfied in affigning as a reafon for rejecting his Right Honourable friend’s 
motions, that, if granted, they would affect the policy of India, a reafon too general to be com- 
bated, and which if admitted as a fufficient juftification for refufal in every cafe, would amount 
to a direct vefting of Minifters with the power of protecting every delinquent, however criminal, 
and of quafhing every enquiry and every accufation, howcver founded, at a fingle ftroke. The 
Right Honourable Gentleman might reft affured, that though that Houfe would be content, 
the honor of the nation would not be fatisfied, nor would the people be pleafed at feeing their 
reprefentatives aé&t in a manner fo difgraceful to themfelves, and fo foreign to the purpofes of 
fubftantial juftice. Mr. Fox added a great variety of warm and pointed animadverfions, all 
tending to enforce the reproaches which he declared the Houfe would defervedly draw 
down -upon itfelf, if the other fide peffifted in refufing paper and fhutting out evidence. Inthe 
courfe of his fpeech he exclaimed, what a precious farce is daily ating within thefe walls! 
We fee the friends of Mr. Hattings affe&ting to be eager that every paper catled for fhould be 
granted ? we fee the King’s Miniffers rifing to declare that every thing that can properly be 
granted fhall not be refufed ; we fee other gentlemen who call themfelves independent men, 
laying by all means Jet the Houfe know the whole, and be put into poficflion of every neceflary 
fpecies of information ; and yet we fce the fame men all of them dividing together to enforce 
a negative to a motion for fuch information, and we fee them helping each other out with hints 
and whifpers during the debate, and pointing to matters appofite to the argument on their fide 
the queftion, in like manner as my Honourable Friend and I would affift each other when 
we are maintaining the fame point, and arguing for the fame purpofe ! 


The Chancellor of the Exchequer faid he fhould fay but few words in reply, and he hoped 
he fhould not be thought lefs right in ‘prefuming to withftand the prefent motion, if he did 
not follow the Right Honourable Gentleman’s example, and make a fpeech full of angry 
words, delivered with all the vehemence of paffionate expreffion. WNotwithftanding what the 
Right Honourable.Gentleman had thrown out by way of threat, no menaces fhould intimidate 
him, or induce him to quit that line of conduét, which he felt it to be his duty to purfue. 
‘The prefent Motion he fhould reject, and he trufted the majority of the Houfe would fuppore 
him in that rejection, when he informed them that it was neither more nor lefs than the fame 
Motion as the Houfe had juft decided againft admitting, only putinto another fhape. The 
Right Honourable Gentleman, he faid, had mifreprefentéed his arguments; he had not nakedly 
{tated that the reafon of his refufing his confent tothe Motion juft negatived, was becaufe the 
papers then moved for would, if agreed to, affeét the general policy of India, but becaufe 
they would materially affect the policy of India, by leading to difcover and make public 
certain fecrets in the different megociations that had been carried on, the difcovery of 
which would tend to difturb. the peace and tranquillity of that country, and lead to con- 
fequences that might be highly injurious to the Britifh interefts in India.- For the fame rea- 
fon, he muft refufe his affentto the prefent Motion, and for the fame reafon he fhould continue 
to refure his affent to any other that fhould appear to him liable to produce a fimilar effe&t. 
Nor would the Right Honourable Gentleman’s ufing expreffions infulting to any individual 
near him, or what was ftill lefs dcfenfible, infulting to the majority of that Houfe, operate 
upon his mind in the leaft. He fuppofed the glow cf eloquence that they had juft heard, was 
to be accounted for by the Right Honourable Gentleman’s having warmed himfelf with the 
conception of it in the Lobby, and being determined that a few happy thoughts and ardent 
expreffions fhould not be loft upon the Houfe; if fo, the Right Honourable Gentleman had 
fulhlled his defign, whether to the fatisfaétion of thofe who heard him much lefs to their con- 
viction, the Houfe would decide by their vote, which he trufted would goin fupport of the 
vote thcy had juft given, and that the motion before them would, like the preceding one, of 
which in point of tendency and effect it was the exact counterpart, receive an exprefs negative. 
Mr. Pitt faid, he had before been together with the Right Honourable Gentleman to the tri- 
bunal he talked of, and he was ready to meet him there again. He complained of gentlemens’ 
reading papers as a part of their fpeeches, which were papers produced before a fecret Commit- 
tee, God knew of whom obtained, but obtained from thofe who had betrayed their truft; fuch 
a practice cut up all the principles of political fecrecy by the roots. 
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Mr. Sheridan and other gentlemen fpoke afterwards, and the queftion was, as ltr. Pitt haj 
predicted, loft, but without a divifion. 








MarcecuH ioth. 


Mr. FRANCIS, at the defire of Mr. Burke, who was abfent, moved for the printi +2 of a 
certain felection of the papers that had been laid on the ‘Table on the Motion of that Gentle- 
man, for the purpofe of grounding a charge againft Mr. Haftings. “Thofe particular p.ners, 
he faid, appeared to his Right Honourable. Friend to be more immediately necetiavy towards 
the profecution ; but left fiom the making of this feleStion it fhould be fuppefed thet there was 
no intention of making ufe of any of the remainder, he defired it to be underflood, thet it 
was his Right Honourable Friend’s intention to avail himfelf of the whole of the evidence to 
be derived from all the papers, as well of: thofe that were not to be printed, as of thofe that 


were, 


The Chancellor of the Exchequer feemed inclined to wifh, that all the papers fhould be 
printed, as it would take up more time for the Houle to make the felection than the printing 
of the whole; but, upon reflection, he fuggefted, that the Motion made by tne Honourable 
Gentleman might be fuffered to pafs without further enquiry ; but, at the faine time, recom- 
mended it to fome friend of Mr. Haftings to move for the printing of fuch- part of the papers, 
as he thought immediately neceflary to the defence of that gentleman. 


. Major Scott faid, that the Honourable Gentleman who made the Motion, had himfelf beer 
fo candid as to fuggeft to him the very fame advice that had been juít given by the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer ; which he fhould certainly follow, and for that purpofe would iook over the 
papers, in ordcr that he might, on this day, make his motion; as he wifhed that the papers he 
meant to have printed fhould follow thofe moved by the Honourable Genticman, as imme- 
diately as poffible, to prevent the impreffion that might be made on peoplec’s minds, by reading 
one part of the papers without having the others to anfwer him. 


Mr. Francis’s Motion was carried. 


M AREE «118th. 


‘AS foon as the Orders and bufinefs of the day, which were of various kinds, had been 
gone through, the Speaker called to Mr. Fox. ‘That gentleman rofe immediately, and defired 
that, previoufly to his troubling the Houfe on the fubjeét that he wifhed to bring under their 
confideration, certain of the Refolutions of the 28th of Miay, 1782, might be read. 


Mr. Hatfell read thofe which Mr. Fox pointed out, and which immediately contained max- 
ims and rules laid down by the Houfe for the Britifh Government in India to guide and govern 
its conduct by, in regard to the country powers, exprefsly forbidding the entering into engage- 
ments of offenfive alliance with any of them. 


As foon as thefe were gone through, Mr. Fox rofe again, and began a very long and power- 
ful fpeech with declaring, that he well knew, that beforc any endeavour was made for bring- 
ing forward a Motion for papers, in éffect and fubftance, though not exactly in point of form, 
the fame with a Motion that had been difcufled and negatived on a former day, fome apology 
was due to the Houfe, whoíe attention and time ought not to be taken up lightly, or called 
for on any trifling occafion; but if he ever had reafon to be diilatished with the decifion of 
that Houfe, if he ever thought a Motion of the firft importance to the honour and dignity of 
the Houfe required a re-confideration, it was his Motion for the Delhi papers, «nd that, be- 
caufe the decilion the Houfe had come to when they negatived it, had been a decifion in the 
teeth of. the Refolutions that had been juft read, and in defiance of every found and folid ar- 
gument advanced in fupport of thofe Refolutions, in contradiction and controverfy ef which 
arguments no one rational idea or pafition had been flated. It was, theicfore, for no light er 
trivial purpofe that hc again begged the Houfe for the fake of its own dignity, for the fake of 
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its own honour, for the fake of national juftice and national character, to reconfider what they 
had decided upon, and before they confirmed a denial of the Delhi papers, (which he con- 
fidered as exceedingly material to the folemn and ferious accufations brought in that Houfe 
zoainft Warren Hattings, Efq.) which denial, it appeared to him they could not confirm, with- 
cut loading themtelves with dilgrace, and impeaching their own honour and dignity, to weigh 
well what they were about, to refiect a little on the frivolous point of view in which fuch an 
ill-judged confirmation would place their own Refolutions, and the effet it muft necefflarily 
have upon the conduct of the Company's fervants in India. He begged them alfo to recollect, 
that in paffing the -Refolutions of May 28, 1782, they had held out to the country powers of 
India a code of wife, wholefome and falutary Jaws, asthe bafis of the conduét of the Britifh 
Government in India in future, and that the Houfe had in fa& pledged itfelf to adhere to the 
letter and fpirit of their own Refolutions. Thefe were furely great and important confidera- 
tions, and confiderations that ought to have a deep effect on the minds of gentlemen before 
they: gave a vote, thatanvolved in-it fo many and fuch interefting confequences. 

. It had been fuppofed by fome perfons, that our government and conftitution was attended 
with certain difadvantages with refpect to its:intercourfe with foreign ftates arifing from the 
public manner in which many important: parts of our adminiftration muft neceflarily be con- 
ducted ; but from this evil, if an evil it was, a moft.important good would be found to refult, 
when it was confidered how far this publicity tended to create a confidence in all other nations, 
and how {trongly it contributed to bind us to certain defined and f{pecific modes of political con- 
duct. From hence it arofe, that we could lay down, as we had done in the prefent inftance, a 
particular fyftem of proceeding, for the due obfervation of which all thofe ftates might reafon- 
ably looktous; an advantage not in the power of any arbitrary government whatfoever; for if a 
King were to ifue an ediét, fetting forth the principles by which he intended to conduct him- 
felf. with refpeét to foreign nations, it -would be received only as a notification of the will of 
the Minifter of the day, who by death or difyrace might lofe his fituation, and leave room for a 
fucceilor of different fentiments, who of courfe would purfue a different line of conduét ; 
“whereas with us, when the Britifh Houfe of Commons publifhed a fyftem of foreign admini- 
ftration, they not only committed the whole nation in the perfons of their reprefentatives, but 
abfolutely- bound individually, as well all thofe that had already been Minifters, and that had a 
profpect of being fo for many years to come, as thofe who were fo for the prefent. 


.In order {till more to imprefs the Houfe-with a proper idea of the magnitude of the duty they 
had engaged to perform, when they voted the Refolutions of 1780, they were, he faid, mea- 
fures of a {trong nature, and afforded, he believed, the firft inftance of that Houfe’s thinking it 
became them to depart fo far out of their immediate province, as to interfere with any part of 
the exercife of the executive government; a circumftance that they certainly would not have 
confented to, but from the extraordinary complexion of the cafe, that feemed to call for pecu- 
liar notice and peculiar proceeding. Having premifed thefe obfervations, he entered into a dif- 
cuflion of the principles on which the Houfe ufually called for papers, declaring that they never 
did it lightly, -and that being confcious that they ought not to do it lightly, he never had, nor 
would attempt to move for any, that he was not convinced were abfolutely neceflary far fome 
great and ufeful public purpofe. “The Houfe he was aware ought not to grant any other, and 
it was true, he was willing to admit, that papers neceflary for fome great and ufeful public 
purpofe might be called for, the.producing of which might neverthelefs be attended with mif- 
chief tothe State, of fuch a dangerous tendency, as would more than overbalance the good that 
might arife from the purpofe being anfwered for which they.were moved, and which therefore 
afforded his Majefty’s Minifters found .and cogent reafons for refufing them, and under fuch 
circumftances, it was undoubtedly their duty to refufe them. But though he was ready ‘to ad- 
mit this, yet he held that in all fuch cafes, the refufal ought not to reft folely on the bare ipfe 
dixit of a Minifter; that many queftions of confidence might, it wat true, be agitated, on which 
a Minifter’s word ought to be taken; but then fomething at leaft ought to be flated, in order to 
convince the. Houfe that mifchief might arife, if the motion were complied with. 


In regard to the motion in queftion, the motion with which he fhould conclude what he had 
to fay, for the Delhi papers, it-had been on a former day ftated by his Right Honourable Friend, 
the avowed accufer af Mr. Hattings, that thofe papers were material to the matter in charge, 
and therefore they had been called for; but, material as they were, if they were not granted, 
his Right-Honourable Friend had declared he already was in poffeffion of fufficient materials 
to prove and make good every thing that he had faid at various times. refpecting the delinquency 
of the late Governor-General of Dass his character, therefore, was fafe and on fhore. This 
Mr. Fox faid, which he was fatisfied was perfectly true, in refpeét to this Right Honourable 
Friend, he wifhed to be equally true in refpeét to that Houfe. He withed that Houfe to be on 
Shore and its character fafe. And therefore it was, that he fhould again call for the papers. But 
before he did fo, let the Houfe recollect, npon what ground the papers had been once i 
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It had been ftated by the Right Honourable Gentleman oppofite to him, that the papers were 
not effential to the charge avainft Mr. Haftings—that they proved nuthiny, Mir, Piafting.. rot 


having authorized Major Brown to enter into a trcaty with the Shah—and thirty, thet they 
involved in them fecrets refpecting the negociations that hid during the war been carried ou in 


India, the divulging of which would tend to d:flurb the tranquillity of the refpedtive + ayers 
concerned inthofe treaties, and to induce confequences that might be attended with damier te 
the general interefis of the: Britifh ftate. Nir. Fox obferved, for a fecond or two, on the paturo 
of thefe grounds of denial, and undertook to prove that they either cid Not AFE or were 2 3s 
fufficiently material to juftify withholding tne papers. He took then: into coniiderntion fera- 
rately, and difcufled them under their rcfpeétive heads; in arguing the twe iri, he oo fiend 
much of his reafoning on the letters of Major Brown to Mr. Haftines, copies of which La Leld 
in his hand. 


It is impoffible for us to follow him cloftly through this part of his fpeech, but ke teufored 
very fhrewdly, and contended that it-was manifeft a treaty of oftenfive alliance hai ben ne- 
otiated with the Mogul, -which was directly contrary tothe exprefs Refolution of «at iloufe, 
t was manifeft he alio contended, from Major .Brown’s letter, that Mr. daitings hed ar:ho- 
rifed that negociation, and that in Major’ Brown’s opinion, good faith, morality and juttrce 
required that affiftance fhould be afforded the Mogul, in compliance with the terms Gi that 
treaty. The emphatic words of le eee jetter, on which Mr. Tox chiefly recited, were 
thefe, “© we have offered to treat, he has accepted; we have annexcd conditions, be. hes aepprroved of 
them ;”’ thefe words, Mr..Fox maintained, proved inconteftibly that the treaty coimnmenced by 
voluntary offer on our part, and the fubfequent words in which Major Brown in hic letter pro- 
ceeds to urge Mr. Haftings for the fake of the good faith, morality and juflice of the Britifh 
mation, to fend troops to the affiftance of the Mogul, to lay fiege to certain Jittr &s of coun- 
try, in order to drive out the inhabitants, and to give the lands to the troops for their fubfitt- 
ence, proved equally forciby that the treaty was a treaty of cffenfive alliance. 


Having endeavoured to make it evident that the Refolution of the Houfe had been trampicd 
on and contemned by Mr.-Haftings in this inftance, he proceeded to argue that it was more 
than matter of fufpicion that the treaty was never intended to have been concluded when it 
‘was begun. In arguing this, he took notice of fome words that hai dropped from Mr. Pitt in 
the former debate on the fame fubjeét, when he was complaining that the Refolut.on had been 
infringed by Mr. Haftings, in having began to negociatea treaty of offenfive alliance, Mr. Pitt 
had faid acrofs the Houfe, ‘6 a treaty never completed !”? Mr. Ses afked, whether he was to 
underftand from thotfe words, that it was taken as a merit, that the Company’s fervants in India 
got into this. dilemma? They had violated the Refolutions of the Houfe, by commencing a 
treaty which local or temporary policy might appear to make it expedient to commence, and 
then they had violated the national faith, by deceiving the Mogul, and refufing to conclude the 
treaty fo commenced, thus proving to the Princes of Indoftan, how little fecurity was on the 
one band afforded them by the code of laws held out to them in the Refolutions of the Britith 
Houle of Commons, and how little fafety was on the other hand to be acquiiecd by entering 
into treaties of alliance with the Britifh government in India. He managed this part of his 
{peech with great ingenuity, and great powers of reafoning ; and gave it as his opinion, that 
in fpite of any narrow policy that temporary diftrefs or local circumftances might feem to call 
for, fuch as keeping the Mogul] out of the hands of the French, or of Tippoo Sultan, it ill be- 
came a nation of great weight and character, like Great Britain, to depart from general fyftems, 
founded in wifdom and in juftice, on any fuch petty confiderations ; that if fuch narrow policy 
was to juftify a departure from a great parliamentary fyftem, there was an end of the utility of 
jJaying down a code of laws, to be made the foundation of a government of fimplicity, of pub- 
licity, and of good faith. 


Mr. Fox added an infinite variety of arguments, in fupport of his affertion, that the whole ne- 
gociation had been sprain y carried on by Mr. Browne, as the agent of Mr. Haftings, and at 
length he came to. his third head, viz. ‘That ground of refufal of the papers, on the plea that 
their production would betray fome fecrets of negociation, the divulging of which would tend to 
difturb the tranquillity of the powers of Indoftan, and prove dangerous to the fafety of the State. 
On this head, he confefied he felt it was moft difficult to argue, the other fide of the Houfe hav- 
ing given him fo little to lay hold of, and not having faid enough to enable him to guefs even at 

‘what the danger could pofhibly be, that would arife if the State fecrets, they fo much dreaded to 
lay open, fhould be divulged.—-Situated, -however, as he was in thefe refpects, he had no fcruple 
to declare, that no State fecret of any kind could juftify the with!.:olding papers that were to ena- 
ble the Floufe to fupport and fubftantiate the refolutions to which they {tood folemnly piedged. 
For what was it, but to fay to the Princes in India, ** We know our fervants have committed 
delinquencies, and we are convinced that they have broken faith with you, but we muft noten- 
quire into their conduct, becaufe that would betray State fecrets! that would develore ie 
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myfteries that muft be held faċred ??? Would not every man in India laugh at fo abfurd a reafon 
for refufing to do juftice ? Would it not meet appear that the Board of Controul, and that 
Houfe, were following the exact fieps of the old Boards of Directors? that they were laying 
down complete fj {tems of Ethics in their orders and refolutions, but refuting to take the only 
means poffible to enforce their performance? The effeét of fuch conduct was too manifett to 
need illuftration ; inftead of reformation in India, it would encourage abufe, and enc: eafe de- 
linquency ; the Board of Controul and the Houfe of Commons would be anf» erable for having 
fuffered the Company’s fervants, employed in the Government of India, to believe themfelves 
fecure from enquiry, and fafe from punifhment. What was it, but to put it in the power of a 
Minifter to interfere in every inveftigation, and by his fingle veto put a itop to the procefs, and 
defeat the aim of that Houfe in-the the exercife of its firft great conftitutional charaéicr, that of 
the grand inqueft of. the. nation? Armed with fuch a power, what lengths might not a Minitter 
proceed? Every criminal, however notorious his delinquency, however numerous his crimes, 
however injurious to the national honour, would only have to fecure the Miniiter’s protection to 
be able to laugh at accufation, and fet conviction at defiance | 


Having reafoned in this manner for fome time, Mr. Fox endeavoured to prove that there 
could be no fecret in queftion ; and that it was not poffible the papers called for could make any 
thing public, that was not already well known in India. If it were afked, why he, who was fo 
{trenuous for the publifhing of every matter relative to India, and fo urgent in contending that 
nothing refpecéting that country ought to be a fecret, did not hold the fame argument with refpeét 
to the European powers, and in like manner maintain that nothing that regarded treaties and 
negociations between the Court of Great Britainand any Court of Europc, ought to be madea 
State fecret in that Houfe by any of his Majefty’s Minifters? Mr. Fox faid, he would anfwer 
that by afking this queftion : ad that Houfe ever exprefsly laid down rules of adminiftration 
for the executive Government, with regard te European power? molt certainly it had not; and 
that for very clear and obvious reafons. Why had it done otherwife with refpecét to the admi- 
niftration of the executive Government of the Britifh poffeffrons in India? Becaufe, from the fe- 
ries of abufes, mifmanagement and delufion that had crept into the conduét of the executive Gə- 
vernment in India, the Britifh honour was tarnifhed, and the native Princes no longer had con- 
fidence in Britifh faith ; nothing, therefore, but the interference of Parliament could redeem the 
national credit, and reftore itin the eyes of the Country Powers in Indoftan. Having fo inter- 
fered, and having laid down that code of laws that could alone fupport a fy{tem of Government 
adapted to the nature of the cafe, and likely to regain the confidence of the mative Princes, viz. 
a fyitem of Government founded on fimplicity, publicity, and good faith. Wouldthat Houfe 
on the mere pretence of a State fecret, without the fmalleft information to prove that there was 
a real State {fecret in the way, with nothing more than a Minifter’s ipfe dixit for it, fhut their 
eyes to what every man who was not wilfully blind muit fee the neceflity of, viz. their proceed- 
ing to fub{tantiate their refolutions, and fulfil their promifes, to which they all ftood fo parti- 
cularly pledged? 


Mr. Fox dire&ted. feveral arguments to Mr. Dundas, and urged him on various grounds to 
refcue the Houfe from the difgrace of having been perfuaded by him to vote refolutions, which, 
if the papers were refufed, it would be fair to fay he never meant fhould be aéted upon. Mr. 
Fox reminded Mr. Dundas of what had been done laft year by the Board of Controul refpeéting 
the debts of the Nabob of Arcot, and faid, if the Right Honourable Gentleman did not know 
the circumftance, he would poffefs him of it, but moft probably he knew of it more correctly 
than he did; if he did not, however, he would inform him of the fact. It was th’s: tiat fo far 
from the management then made being attended to, new loans were at this time goi::¢ on, and 
new debts contracting. He went through a hiftory of the events that had taken place in India 
fince the negociations in queftion had been carried on, and by ftating the death of fome of the 
parties, the extraordinary change of fituation and circumftances of others, and the abfence of 
Mr. Haftings from the country, endeavcured to prove that no bad effeét could poflibly follew 
the produdtion of the papers defcribed in his motion. After a great variety of particular ftate- 
ments of local faéts, and of general reafoning, Mr. Fox concluded with moving for the Delhi 
papers. 


‘The Chancellor of the Exchequer faid, that if he had any inclination to get rid of the queftion 
he might eafily do it, by objecting to its being put at all, for he apprehended there could be mo 
reafon why a fecond motion for the production of papers fhould be made in the feñiont, pery 
than for any other purpofe ;—however, for the prefent, he would not avail himfelf ef stu: 


itanding rule of Parliamentary proceeding, bccaufe he wifhed to anfwer fome paris ef ths Kis hi 
Honourable Gentleman’s argument, and he fincerely hoped that his motion was fiero itv 
diverfified to allow of its being argued a feccnd time. He fhould in that hope give an ofwer to 
the Right Honourable Gentleman, which, however, he would endeavour to compet: inte as 


few words as poffible. He agrecd with almoft every one of the Right Honcurable Geonticiccn’s 
principles. 
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principles, as well with refpeét to the policy of the Eaft India Government as with refr ~t to 
the right and duty of that Houfe, to enquire into all the abufes that might arife in it.—Ìut in 
the conclufions which the Right Honourable Gentleman had drawn from thofe principles, he 
widely and completely differed with him. He had formerly in debate, on a motion mude by a 
friend of the Right Hon. Gentleman’s, given his fentiments on the fubject of granting official 
papers,- for the purpofe of facilitating a criminal” erfquiry, and he would again bricfly repeat 
them. He was of opinion, that ona motion for papers with fuch a view, it was kainin" -M firít 
to fhew a probable ground of guilt; next, that the ‘papers required were neceflary and relevant 
to fubftantiate that guilt ; and laftly, that. the papers might be made public without any danger- 
ous confequence to the ftate. He fhould argue the ‘prefent quettion on thofe principles, and if 
the Houfe fhould not. be perfectly fatisfied, that on each of them.the motion ought to be rejected, 
he fhould acquiefce in their opinion. 





The Right Hanourable Gentleman had charged Mr. Haftings with a number of offences, 
to which, as he had faid, the papers now requtred had a reference.— The firft charge was, that 
he had-entered into an_offenfive alliance with the Great Mogul, and by fo.doing had acted in 
defiance, not only of the order of. the Court of ‘Direétors; but of the refolution of that Houfe, 
in approving of thofe’ orders by which they .had prohibited the Government of Bengal from 
entering into-any offenfive alliance with the powers of the Eaft. In the firft place, thofe refolu-’ 
tions, which he admitted with the Right.Honourable Gentleman, were fingular in themfelves, 
and only to be accourted for and juftitied by the peculiar fituation of the affairs of India, did 
not prohibit in ftriét and implicit conftuétion, every particular alliance of the nature alluded to, 
but only réftratned a wanton “habit of making fuch engagements ; for it would be highly im- 
politic and abfurd.in all cafes whatfSever, to: forbid the making of offenfive aliiances, as there 
might fituations occur in which.they would bè indifpenfably neceffary ; but in the prefent cafe it 
was unneceflary to enquire into the latitude that was left to the fervants of the Company in 
India, to ‘exercife a diferetion in the, forming offenfive alliances, as he could fhew, that in this, 
at leaft, there was no .fuch alJliance formed, .nor authorized by Mr. Haftings. 


The Right Honourablé Gentleman had formed a prefumption from the letter. of Major 
Brown, that he.had been commiffioned by Mr. Haftings to negociate. a treaty of offexiive 
alliance with the Mogul, and this,ewas the only ground of fuch a fufpicion, (to this Mr. Fox 
affented) the moft fatisfatory method of courfe, in which that queftion could be afcertained, 
was.to read parts of Major Ficus correfpondence, and to try whether it.contained any thing 
to contradié& or to confirm that prefumption.;—this he had accordingly done, and fhould again 
read a part of it to the Houfe, by which they would be enabled to judge how far the Right 
Honourable Gentleman ‘was juitified in ‘:prefuming that Mr. Haftings had employed Major 
Browne to conclude the alliance in queftion.—It was neceflary for gentlemen to look back upon 
the fituation of India, at the period when thofe tranfactions took place, by which it would be 
found, that at that time a moft dangerous attack was made on the Company’s poficfions by the 
European enemy of this countgy, in conjunction with the moit formidable of all the Princes 
of India, Tippoo Saib. That the laft-mentioned Prince, well knowing the influence that the 
name ‘of the Mogul had upon the feelings and the prejudices of his countrymen, was exercifing 
ali his endeavours to bring him over to his intereit ; that he was making him offers of affiftance 
in reinftating him in the power. and confequence which he had loft, and even of great fums 
of money to bribe him into his party, and that if he had fucceeded an infurmountable addition 
would have been made to the difficulties under which the Englifh Government had to ftruggle. 
“That in order to counteract this, it became neceflary for the fervants of the Company to exert 
themfelves to the utmo{t, to ingratiate themfelves with the Court of Delhi, and by that means 
fecure to their employers that great body of itrength and influence which would naturally refult 
from the countenance of the Shah; and this more efpecially, as the Mogul had-recently loft 
his Minifter, a perfon highly ferviceable to the Britifh adminiftration, being clofely connected 
by: ties. of . friendfhip, with the Vizier, who was a decided favourer of this country ; and 
ahat it. was.determined by the unanimous voice of the Council to fend an Ambaflador.to Delhi, 
in order to fecure, as much as poffible, an amicable difpofition in that Court. That Mr. Haftings 
appointed Major Browne to the embafly, and that his inftructions were, firft to fulfill the for- 
malities of. refpeét and compliment to the, perfon from -whom the Company acknowledged.to 
Kold all their poffeffions; next, to condole with him on the death of his Minifter; and laittly, 
to confult with him'on the means of reftoring him to that power and coniequence which his 
predecéflors had enjoyed, but.which he had been deprived af. He was alfo to encourage, 
with as. much addrefs and delicacy as poflible, overtures of an alliance and applications 
for affiftance-from the Bengal Government,’ but was exprefsly directed to avoid any po- 
fitive engagements. until he fhould have referred.to the Council the propofals made by the Mo- 
gul, and particularly an account of the manner in which any force that the Prefidency might 
afford him were to be employed, and the refources by which it was to be paid.—Thefe were the 
objects of Major Browne’s miffion.—T he cenfequences of it was, that the Mogul, unwilling 
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to efpoufe the party of Tippoo Saib and France, exprefied a great willingnef to enter into a 
treaty of an offeniive nature with the Government of Bengel, of which Major Lrowne gave 
notice to the Council, who refulu:! to enter intoʻit.— This circumitance of the attempts: of the 
French and Tippo» Saib to unite to their joint powers the author ty of the Mogul, reminde! him 
of what had dropt from the Noble Lord in the Blue Ribband on a former debate. — The Noble 
Jord had pauicd tor fome time, to confider what conneétion there could podil.ly be between any 
European power and the Court of Delhi, ‘and-had particularly alluded to France. What, faid 
the Noble Lord, has France to do with’Deihi? and the Noble Lord’ hid attempted to turn 
into r:dicule the idea of fuppofing that it was neceflary to fecure that court, to prevent its falling 
in with the views of our enemics; but, from the faéts that appeared upon the face of Maior 
GBrowne’s letter, on which, for other purpofes, fo much reliance had been placed, the Noble 
Lord might inform himfelf better on thé fubjeét, and fee that France had very material ol-jcéts in 
view in an intercourfe and conneétion ‘with the Court of Delhi. 


[ Here he read that part of Major Browne’s inftructions which he had referred to before, whence 
it appeared from that Gentleman’s own words, that he was exprefSly reftrained from concluding 
or even propoting any treaty until he had laid the whole progrefs of his negociation before the 
Council, and had thcir approbation to proceed upon. ] 


Being afked from the other fide of the Houfe what was the date of the letter? he informed 
them ; and faid; that that led him to another circumiftance neceflary to be obferved ; which was, 
that the letter bore a date fubfequent to one of the periods in which the Right Honourable 
Gentleman had fuppofed Mr. Haitings to have given the intrusions of which he complained. 
If therefore any fuch inftructions had been given, it muft, according to the Right Honourable 
Gentleman have been at the time when Mr. Haftings met Major Browne at Lucknow; but the 
Right Honourable Gentleman had marked that as the time When it was determined to ng one 
fron and-violate the treaty, fo that it was impoffible he could have given at that time any fuch 
inftructions. Thus he apprehended, he had fuffic ently proved that no fuch treaty had ever been 
undertaken by Mr. Haftings, and if fo, it was imtpoffiblethat the other charge of having departed. 
from and violated his treaty could have any place or authority whatfoever. The Right Hon- 
ourable Gentleman had alfo charged Mr. Haftings with having carried on his negociations with 
the Mogul, without the privacy of the council, contrary to the duty of his-ftation; but here 
again were the records of the council to contradict him, for 4s the letters of Major Brown proved 
that he had not began a negociation for an offenfive treaty at all, fo it was proved by thofe that 
he never intended to do fo without applying to the Council for their encouragement. 


As to the charge of having fuffered the Mogul to unite with the Mahratta powers, which as 
a Right Honourable Gentleman (Mr. Burke) had faid it was his duty, ‘by force of arms, to 
have prevented ; but-before he went farther on that fubject, he begged gentlemen to adyert to the 
inconiiftency of one gentleman’s complaining of a governor for entering into an offenfive treaty, 
and another as bitterly inveighing againft him for not actually taking up arms, and this from 
perfons who appeared to go hand in hand in the whole preceeding! With refpeét to this 
union of the Mogul with the Mahrattas, he had only to obferve that if that had not taken place, 
one or the other of thefe two circumftances muft have occurred, either that he muft have fallen 
into the hands of the French and Tippoo Sultan, or become conneéted with the Eaft India Com- 
pany by fuch an alliance as was now fo feverely reprobated. But in fa&t, if he were inclined to 
do what his duty reftrained him from doing—to lay operi fecrets which the interefts of the countr 
required fhould be concealed, he could eafily prove that .the junétion of the Mogul with thofe 
potentates was of the higheft advantage to the Company. | 


The Right Honourable Gentleman had objected to the mode in which the Court ot Di- 
rectors had enquired into the negociation with the Court of Delhi making Major Browne the 
object of their enquiry, inftead of his employer Mr. Haftings, whom they entirely pafled by; 
but fureit was the feverer method againft the principal.to apply to the agents in fuch cafes, for. 
it was putting him on his guard, and pointing out to him the neceffity of proving againft his 
employer all fuch facts, as if brought home to him, muft in the end come upon himfelf, and 
was of courfe adding one perfon more, and that the moft deeply interefted, to the lift of the ac- 
cufers: fo that in truth the calling upon Major Browne in the tirft inftance, was the moft likely 
way of bringing forth all the circumftances againft Mr. Haftings, fuppofing the tranfaétions ‘to 
have been criminal, whilft it by no means tended to produce any thing in his favour. From all 
this it muft appear that there was no prefumptive grounds for a charge of criminality, fufficient 
to warrant the difcloiure of papers that were alledged to be of a dangerous tendency, but as the 
Right Honourable Gentleman had faid fo much on that head, he fhould take up as little of the 
time of the Houfe as poffible, to give him an anfwer. He believed if ‘he were determined to 
prove tothe Houfe that the papers were really dangerous and improper to be made ublic, he 
could doit in a very fhort and compenduous way, to which he confefled he fhould be cxtremely 


averfe ; 
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averfe; this method in fhort was, by producing them, for he would undertake to fay, that were 
they to be read by the members there could be but one opinion upon them, which would be that 
of cenfure on him for confenting to grant papers of a nature fo extremely delicate, and fo likel 
to injure our interefts in India, hs expofing to each other the views and confiderations by whick 
each of the princes of that country had been governed in their arrangement with us. He had, 
he faid, been called upon to point out how the produétion of the papers would be dangerous ; 
but furely if he were to attempt to do fo, it would literally be to incur the danger; for how 
could he explain the danger of communicating fecrets without in a great meafure making the 
fecrets themfelves known? He had already faid as much and perhaps more than he could with 
fafety fay upon the fubject, and furely it could not be fuppofed but that if he confulted his own 
eafe rather than his duty he muft wifh at once to confent to granting of the papers—and indeed, 
when he confidered that as yet all the papers that had been granted were of a nature calculated to 
fupport the charges againft Mr. Haftings, and that thofe now moved for were fuch as would 
place in a moft confpicuous point of view, the moft meritorious and brilliant part of his Ad- 
miniftration, he could not help from motives of compaffion and juftice, lamenting that in com- 
pliance with his duty, he muft object to their production. 


The Right Honourable Gentleman had attempted to fhew, that on the fame principles as 
thofe on which the prefent motion was objected to, any delinquent fervant of the public might 
be fcreened from punifhment, and the cenfure of that Houfe, by the bare ipfe dixit of the Mini- 
fter, ** that the documents neceffary to the proof of-his guilt could not be produced with fafety ;”’ 
—but when circumftances :fuch ashe had mentioned; as well of the innocence, nay the merit of 
the tranfaction imputed, -as criminal, as of the extreme delicacy of the papers demanded were 
urged, could it poffibly be faid, that the queftion refted upon the ipfe dixit of the Minifter? Or 
could a precedent be eftablifhed under fuch circumftances as the prefent that could ever apply to 
cafesin which thofe ordimilar circumftances did not exit? and where they did exift he hoped 
there would never.be any need of a precedent, -but that common fenfe and the moft obvious rules 
of political expedience would operate qn the Floufe to reject fuch applications. 


Mr. Sheridan rofe-immediately as Me. Pitt fat down, and began a very long {peech with de- 
claring, that all that had been faid by the Right Honourable Gentleman contained little or no 
argument tending to anfwer and refute the reafoning of his Right Honourable friend, who had 
clearly and demonftrably proved, that the papers ought to be produced, that they contained 
manifeft and undeniable evidence, that Mr. Haftings had entered into a negociation of offenfive 
alliances with the country powers, and that it was not poffible for the granting the papers to be 

ttended with the letting out of any fecret likely to be produ@live of danger tothe ftate. Mr. 
Sheridan treated the idea of its being a queftion of confidence in a light perfectly new, and 
extremely ingenious. He faid, undoubtedly, if he or any gentleman had a confidence in 
an Adminiftration, and a queftion for papers was moved in that Houfe, affecting the execu- 
tive government of the country, and his: Majefty’s Minifters, who were to be refponfible, 
ftood -up and declared that me penneg the papers would prove dangerous to the-Srate, 
having: a confidence in thefe. inifters, he fhould defit from preffing fuch a motion. 
But was that the cafe there? No fuch thing. The Right Honourable Gentleman who had 
juft fat down, as his Majefty’s Minifter was not refponfible for the adminiftration of the exe- 
cutive judgment of India. That Government was not the Government of his Majefty, 
whofe name and authority had not connexion with it. It wasmerely the government of a tra- 
‘ding.company, conducted by their:fervants, and therefore all ideas of confidence in the King’s 
‘Minifters were out of the queftion. What was the Board of Controul? Nothing more than 
another Board of Directors, of a fuperior order_indeed, and nominated by his Majefty in the firft 
inftance. But it was rather curious, Mr. Sheridan faid, that the Right Honourable and Jearned 
Gentleman fhould be one of the perfons, and perhaps the principal in talking of India fecrets, 
and -refufing neceflary papers on that ground, when he himfelf had formed his own motions for 
papers in 1788 and 1782, inthe broadeft and moft general words, calling for a// the papers 
relating to the revenue,: all the papers relative to the civil government, and fo on. At that 
time, and it was atime of war, nobody dreamt of a fecret refpecéting India.. How happened it 
then, that when the conduét of Lord Clive was under enquiry, when every other India enquiry 
was going on, and that from the earlieft periods it never had been difcovered, that there might be a 
itate fecret'in India, till the year. one thoufand, feven hundred aud eighty-fix. It was, Mr. She- 
ridan faid, downright nonfenfe to talk with a grave face, about fecrecy and the dangerous ten- 
dency of letting the papers moved for be feen, when it -was well known, not only what were 
their contents, but every: tranfaction they alluded to. 


In order more fully to convince the Houfe, thatthe papers would eftablith a moft extraordinary 
feries.of duplicity in the conduct of Mr. Haftings refpecting the negociation with the Mogul, 
Mr. Sheridan went into a detailed inveftigation of every minute circumftance of the tranfaétions 
of Major Brown, from the time of his leaving Calcutta, in Oétober, 1783, tə the. arrival of 
Mr. Haftings at Lucknow, with all the relative facts of the flight of the fon of the Mogul, of 

that 
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that Prince’s reception by Mr. Haftings and the Nabob of Owde, the feizure of the old Minifter 
of the Mogul, by the Vizier Aphrafead-Cawn, and the putting the Mogul into the power of 
Madagee Sindia, reafoning upon each particular as he proceeded, and deducing fuch inferences 
as he conceived the premifes clearly warranted, all of which he contended concurred in proving 
that Mr. Haflings had acted in a manner fo intricate and extraordinary, that though he by no 
means wifhed to be underftood as fuggefting it either as a charge or an infinuation, that Mr. 
Haftings was con{fcious of being guilty, yet with the pureft innccenceon the part of that gentle- 
man, the fufpicion it gave rife to, in his mind, was, that Mr. Haftings, from an idea that the 
party he confidered as his political enemies, were in power at home, might entertain a wifh ta 
provide himfelf a refuge at the Court of Delhi. 


After going through this long detail, which in fpite of Mr. Sheridan’s fuperior ry ae 
and many occafional traits of wit and pleafantry, was neverthelefs, from the nature of the fub- 
jeét, extremely dry, Mr. Sheridan added fome general reafoning, and prefled Mr. Dundas 
pretty clofely on his a&ting foinconfiftently as in his mind he faid he did, in not either manfully 
ftanding forward himfelf the firft accufer of Mr. Haftings, or being at leaft a warm fupporter 
of the accufation. He afked what could be the reafon of the backwardnefs cf the Right Hon. 
Gentleman, who had built his fame on his conduét as a conduétor of Indian enquiries? Was 
it that he thought to fecure that fituation he had acquired by profecuting one fuppofed delin- 
quent, that he took pains to protect another? Or was it from a kind of gratitude for Eaft India 
delinquency, to which he had been fo much obliged, that he chofe to be its friend, and would 
mot, as it were, kick down the ladder on which he had rifen? Be it afcribeable to what caufe 
it might, it appeared to him highly inconfiftent for the Right Honourable Gentleman to have 
moved the Refolutions of 1782, and to oppofe fubftantiating them in 1786. 


Major Scott rofe after Mr. Sheridan: he faid he was fo confounded by the variety of matter 
which the Honourable Gentleman had uttered, and fo ftruck with the wit and ingenuity which 
he had difplayed, in treating on avery plain fubjeét, that he knew not where to begin to anfwer 
him. He fhould rather prefer ftating the tranfaétions alluded to precifely as they happened, 
which he thought he fhould be able todo, without betraying any fecrets that would be dangerous 
if divulged. But firft, he muft remark upon a very extraordinary fuppofition, made by a 
Right Hon. Gentleman the other night, and now repeated by the Honourable Gentleman, that 
Mr. Haftings had a view to his own fituation and to the meafures purfued by the late Miniftry 
againft him, when he encouraged the propofition of fending fix battalions to Delhi without 
Britifh officers; that is, if the bill of the Right Honourable Gentleman had paffed, he would 
have joined the King at Delhi, and declared himfelf independent. He would firft obferve, that 
when the propofition for troops was originally made, in October, 1783, it was not poffible for 
Mr. Haftings to have the moft diftant idea of what the Right Honourable Gentleman would 
propofe the 18th of the month following in England, fince the Chairman (Sir Henry Fletcher) 
‘knew nothing of it till he heard the bill opened, fo that in this part of the bufinefs he could 
shave no idea of the Right Honourable Gentleman’s intended meafures. 


Six months after, when at Lucknow, Mr. Haftings did hear, on the oth of May, 1784, that 
the bill had been twice read in that Houfe and committed, and the Major faid, he predicted in 
a letter to him at that time, that it would not pafs; but added, as it perfonally concerned him- 
felf, it was not of the leaft confequence, as all the powers upon earth fhould not detain him 
-another feafon in India, except on -one condition——having abfolute power; and he kept his 
word, having actually refigned feventeen days before a fucceffor was appointed in England. 
‘That if Mr. Haftings had propofed to refift the legal authority of Great Britain, was there a man 
that could conceive him to entertain fomonftrous, fo abfurd, and fo ridiculous a notion, as that 
of retiring to Delhi, and joining the King with fix miferable battalions of fepoys, without Britifh 
officers? “I here was one, and*but one way, that Mr. Haftings could have aéted, had he ever 
entertained an idea of that nature. If he had been fo far actuated by refentment for the unme- 
rited return he met with from the late Miniftry, for preferving to Great Britain all that was 
preferved to her, after a calamitous war, and had had thoughts of independence, he muft have 
aéted at the head of his fellow-fubjeéts in India, for by no other mode could he have been 
refpectable. Mr. Haftings, with the King at Delhi, where for the laft ten years there have been 
almoft as many aflaffinations and revolutions as months, would have been more inconfiderable 
than Mr. Haftings in London; but the faét was, Mr. Haftings was fincerely defirous of return- 
ing to England, and dreaded every event that fhould prevent him from fo doing. 


But as the Honourable Gentleman had mentioned the Right Honourable Gentleman’s bill, 
he would tell him what was the general feeling in India upon it, as far as verbal information and 
all his letters could enable him to judge. he general abufe thrown upon all who were ferving 
in India, during the progrefs of that bill, was read there with indignation, becaufe it was the 
univerfal opinion there, that they deferved the thanks of the country for their exertions; added 
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‘to this, an idea prevailed, as vey man was fuppofed liable to be turned out of the fervice by the 
Commiffioners, that there would have been very great changes and alterations. “—Thefe two cir- 

-cumftances certainly did create very great alarm, and Mr. Haftings ftood very high in their gocd 
` opinion ; but his wifhes were to return to England. er oe Scott then obferved, that Major 
‘Brown was fent to Delhi, in Auguft, 1782, not by r. Haftings, but by the Governor- 
General and Council, whofe Minifter he was. That his inftructions were approved by them; 
-and that neither before he left Calcutta, nor at any time fince, did he receive any others from 
Mr. Haftings; nor did Mr. Haftings ever write to him. Various obftruétions detained him firtt 
in Owde, and afterwards at Agrai. In October, 1783, before Major Browne arrived at Deihi, 
a propofition came from the King and his Minifter to Mr. Haftings and the Supreme Council 
‘for afiftance. This Mr.-Haftings would have granted, but his‘Counci] retufed, and there the 
tufinefs ended for that time. It was neceflary to obferve, that Mr. Hattings was then, and had 
-been for months before in a minority. On the 2cth of January, 1784, Major Brovwne’s letter 
arrived. ‘The board had, in fact, determined upon the fubftance of it in Oétober. Mr. Hal- 
tings a few days after left Calcutta, and nothing was done by the Council upon that letter. 
Mr. Haftings went to Lucknow on exprefs points, to affift the Vizier in fettling his country, 
and to recover the debt due to the Company. There had been long and violent difputes about 
“Owde in the Council, but the three Members (Mr. W heler, Me. Macpherfon, and Mr, 
Stables) who had oppofed Mr. Haflings for months, at length confented to his going to Luck- 
now, he being refponfible for the Vizier’s punétual difcharge of his engagements. On thefe 
conditions Mr. Haftings accepted the truft, and to this point he was reftricted. 


After his arrival at Lucknow, the Prince fled from Delhi. Major Scott faid, he had 
the affurances of Mr. Haftings, and the gentlemen with him, that he knew nothing of his 
flight; that he vehemently oppofed his coming t: Lucknow; but when the Prince declared he 
would throw himfelf at the door of his tent, he determined to receive him with the honours 
due to his rank. When Major Browne was deputed in June, to defire the Prince’s return to 
his father’s-court, and brought the fecret letter alluded to from the King, Mr Haftings thought 
he could ferve his Majefty, and relieve him from his difficulties, by the credit of the Englith 
mame, without rifking their arms or their treafure, and he wrote preffingly tothe Council for 
fuch powers. “They were of a different opinion, and refufed to grant them, and here this 
fecond bufinefs, which was not a negociation, ended; for Mr. Haftings declared, from the firft, . 
he had not the powers requifite to affift the King. He left Lucknow in Augutft; arrived in 
‘Calcutta in November; and refigned the government the r1ft of February. 


Major Scott faid, the Right Honourable Gentleman had quoted two refolutions to prove 
Mer. Hating had acted contrary to the orders of that Houfe, and he defired the clerk to read a 
‘third, to prove that Mr. Haftings had acted in conformity to its order, when he propofed to 
-afift him; and that he had ufed this as an argument to the Board, to prove their concurrence. 
He then faid, that Major -Brown was appointed the Minifter of the Governor General and 
Council, and not of Mr. Hattings. “That he had no other inftruGtions but his public ones - 
‘which were recorded. That from April, 1783, tothe day of Mr. Hattings’s departure from 
‘Calcutta, in February, 1784, he was in a Minority; that he left'‘Calcutta ten days after Major 
<Brown’s letter of the 30th of December, 1783, was delivered to the Board, and that it refted 
with them to recall Major Brown, if they thought he merited recall, for expreffing hinfelf more 
-warmly than his inftructions authorifed him todo. “The Major added, that he expeéted in ten 
or twenty days, Major Brown would be in -England himfelf, "when the whole of the corre- 
fpondence would be produced. . 


Major Scott begged juft to mention one fubjec&t more, the letter of the 20th of April, 1783, 
“which was printed, and he declared, upon his honour, Mr. Haftings had fent him no copy of 
the letter; he had heard of it, and wifhed very much to get at it, and for this purpofe it was 
moved to have it read in a General Court. This the Chairman oppofed, but he was over- 
ruled, and he would tell the Houfe why: Every Gentleman recollected that when a Right 
Honourable Gentleman moved his Bill, he pronounced all the Nabob of Owde’s debts to be 
-abfolutely irrecoverable amounting to 750;000l. now it fo happened that this letter contained 
an account of a great.part of this debt being actually paid off, and ample fecurity given for the 
remainder. ‘There was a fort of party triumph in proclaiming this to the vold. a weaknets 
they all gave into-fometimes, and as every proprietor had a right to a copy of every letter read 
in a General-Court, he got a copy and fent it to Mr. Debrett to be printed, but on being 
fpoke to by feveral of the Directors, he {topped the publication, till Mr. Debrett told him he 
had got-a copy elfewhere, -and then as his imprefflion was worked off, he thought it might as 
well go forth as any other. 


‘Lord North rofe, not to tire the Houfe with a long fpeech, but merely to make a few obfer- 
ations on-fume ofthe new matter that had been fugee(ted that day; and firft his Lordfhip took 
notice 
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notice of Major Scott’s having declared that the Supreme Council at Calcutta had refufed ta 
afit the Mogul with any troops; this his Lordfhip compared with Major Brown’s recommend- 
ing to Mr. Eaftings, in earnet terms, that in compliance with the treaty, which he fpoke of 
in his letter in thele words, we offered to treat, he accepted; we annexcd conditions, he approved of 
them. ‘This his Lordthip obferved was written inthe plural number. It was we and not Z. lt 
appeared, therefore, that the Council at Calcutta had faid za to Major Brown, meaning that 
Major Brown fhould fay yes at Delhi. His Lordfhip played with great force of ridicule on the 
g1ois and palpable contradictorinefs and duplicity of the whole tranfaction, and argued on many 
ether matters that had fallen from Mr. Pitt and Major Scott, and repeated his declaration in a 
former debate, that the French had nothing to do at Delhi. He applied a part of his fpeech 
to Mr. Dundas, and faid, his Right Honourable Friend had done himfelf honour by moving the 
Refvolutions : in his opinion he would have done himfelf more honour had he maintained them, 


Major Scott faid a few words in reply to Lord North, 


Mr. Fox alfo fpoke to explain for a few minutes, and at ten o’clock the ftrangers were defired 
to withdraw. ‘The Houfe afterwards divided Ayes 73—Noés 140. 





‘The Houfe rofe at half after Ten. 





The following is a full Account of Major SCOT T’s Speech on Friday. 


< THE Honourable Gentleman [Mr. Sheridan] who has juft fad down, has treated the 
fubjeét in debate in fo extraordinary a manner, that I am abfolutely loft in aftonifhment, and 
find it impoftibic*for me to follow him-; yet I will endeavour, Sir, by a plain and faithful rela- 
tion of facts, to render the fubjeét intelligible to the good fenfe of this Houfe ; but if I were 
to attempt to anfwer the Honourable Gentleman’s ingenious arguments in any other way, I 
fliould afiuredly fail in the Attempt. I fhall never prefume to difpute the abilities, the wit, or 
the ingenuity of the Honourable Gentleman, but I muft lay claim to fome knowicdge of the 
fubject before you, and in a debate onan Indian queftion, a refidence of near fixteen years in 
that country may give me fome advantage over the Honourable Gentleman, which it would 
be prefumption in me to afpire to upon any other. But before I proceed to detail the circum- 
{tances of Major Browne’s negociations, permit me to remark upon a moft extraordinary fup- 
pofition in the conclufion of the Honourable Gentleman’s fpeech, and -I am glad he mentioned 
it, becaufe it has already been mentioned in a former debate by a Right Honourable Gentle- 
man [Mr. Fox]. One way of accounting for Major Browne’s propofal for the Britifh govern- 
meut of Bengal to affift the King with troops, is, that it was entirely agreeable to Mr. Haftings, 
and what renders it fo fufpicious is, that thefe troops were not to have Britifh officers. he 
conclufion meant to be imprefled upon the Houfe was, and indeed it was ftated too plainly to 
be mifunderftood, that about the time this propofal came from Major Browne, Mr. Haftings 
had intelligence of certain events in England, namely, the Right Honourable Gentleman’s 
India Bill, and that he was providing a fecure retreat at Delhi, whcre he might refift the power 
of this country. An attention to dates overfets this fufpicion in an inftant. “I'he propofal 
for troops was originally made in October 1783, and the Right Honourable Gentleman did 
xot bring in his Bill till the following month. No one can believe that I had the moft diftant 
idea of the heads of that Bill; even the then: Chairman of the Court of Directors, Sir Henry 
Fletcher, profefied his utter ignorance of it, till it was opened in this Houfe—fo that at once 
there is an end to this fufpicion. 


s Ata fubfequent period, in May, 1784, Mr. Haftings had heard from me that the Bill had 
been twice read and cemmitted. In his reply to that letter, he had prophefied the fate of the 
Bill—he faid it never would pafs —and many gentlemen in this Houfe have feen the letter. But 
he added, that to him it was not of the fmalleft confequence, fince not all the Powers upon 
earth fhould detain him another feafon in India, unlefs upon one condition—that of having com- 
plete power from England, and of that he had not the fmalleit expectations. —He kept his word, 
tor he quitted in February, 1785, feventccn days previous to the appointment of his fucceilor 
in England :—But admittine fora moment, that Mr. Haftings, feeling {trong refentment for 
the unmerited reproaches caft upon him in England, in rcturn for preferving an empire to 
Great Britain, had determined within himfclf to rcfift that Bill—is there a Gentleman in this 
ffoufe, who fuppofes that any thing fo abfurd, fo prepofterous, or fo ridiculous, as what the two 
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Honourable Gentlemen have infinuated, could have entered into his head.—What, Sir, to truft 
himfelf, with fix miferable battalions of Seapoys, without Britifh Officers, in a country where 
there have been for the laft ten years almoft as many aflaffinations and revolutions as months ?— 
No man who knows any thing of India, can, for a moment, entertain fuch a thought. 
There was one, and but one way by which fuch a plan could have fucceeded, acting heart and 
hand with our countrymen in India :—But Mr. Haftings at Delhi would have been more incon- 
fiderable than Mr. Haftings in London. ———— As the Honourable Gentleman has mentioned 
that India Bill, I will tell him what were the feelings of gentlemen in India upon it, as far as 
I have been able to learn them from letters, and the information of thofe who were there at the 
time it was heard of on the fpot.—Our countrymen there conceived they had rendered great and 
important fervices during the war, and that they were as fuccefsful there as unhappily we were 
unfortunate every where elfe :—they therefore read with indignation and refentment the virulent 
abufe which was univerfally beftowed upon them while that Bill was in its progrefs through this 
Houfe ;—added to this, the general opinion was, that daily fuperceffions werc to be expected, 
fince removals and appointments in India were vefted in the Commiffioners.—Mr. Haftings 
was puen y almoft univerfally eiteemed, or more than efteemed, and the caufe was a com- 
mon one; if, therefore, he had entertained. fuch ideas as the Honourable Gentleman would 
impute to him, Calcutta, and not Delhi, would have been .his feat of Government; but in 
truth, he was anxious to conclude his bufinefs with the Vizier, and to embark for his native 
country.—Having ftated this, Sir, I fhall now beg leave to reply to all the ingenious arguments 
of the Honourable Gentleman by a ftrict relation of facts. 





< On the zoth of Auguft, 1782, Major Browne was, by the Governor General and 
Council, not by Mr. Haftings, appointed Minifter from the Britifh Government to the Mo- 
gul :— The initructions were given by Mr. Haftings, with the knowledge and concurrence of 
the Board, and the material parts have been read by the-Right Honourable Gentleman below 
me.— The policy of the embaffy has not been difputed. In March, 1783, thefe inftructions 
were refcinded. In October, 1783, before Major Browne had had an interview -with the King, 
a propofition -came from his Majefty and his Minifter, to the Governor General and Council, 
for troops to affifthim. The Mahratta peace, which had not been ratified when Major Browne 
was deputed, was at this time fully fettled ;—Mr. Haftings recommended a compliance with the 
King’s requeft; but his Council rejeéted the propofition, and there it ended.—It is neceflary to 
obferve, that at:this time, and for fome: months before, very violent difputes fubfifted in the 
Council, and Mr.’ Haftings was in a minority. —T hefe difputes continued, till in the latter end 
of December, the. ‘Board agreed to leave the Province of Owde to the management of Mr. 
Haftings, he relicving.them from the refponfibility, and he confenting to it. 


<c On the 20th of January, 1784, Major Browne’s letter of the 30th of December, 1783, was 
received and fent.in circulation to the other M-.mbers.—The bufinefs of Oowde was at this 
time the great fubject of. attention, and the Board had two months before declared to affift the 
King.—lIn :ten days.after this, Mr. Haftings,; ftill in the minority, quitted Calcutta, and ex- 
etait confined by his-credentials to the execution -of that bufinefs for which he was deputed— 
namely, ‘$ to affift the Vizier in fettling his country, and to recover the debts due from him 
to. the Company.’?— The power of removing Major Browne, lay with the Board in Calcutta, 
who were not at that time, or were till juft before his departure for Europe, very well mclined 
towards Mr. Haftings—They did not remove him—but there was no further application from 
him-or the King for military affiftance at that time.—In the month of Ma, while Mr. Haft- 
ings was deeply engaged in arranging the affairs of the Nabob Vizier, the Prince arrived in 
the vicinity of Lucknow ; and I can affert it for a faét, upon the folemn affurances of Mr. 
Haftings, and every gentleman then with him, that he was utterly ignorant-of his flight, and 
that he took every- ftep in his power to prevent his coming to Lucknow; but when it was not 
40 be-avoided, he thought it proper to receive him in a manner fuited to the dignity of the Prin- 
ce’s ftation in: Indoftan. His anfwer to the Prince was furelvy wife and true. The King and 
his: Minifter afterwards fent a formal Embafly to require the Prince’s return, and Major Browne 
was charged with feparate commands from the King. Whether Mr. Haftings was right or 
wrong in-his judgment, it is certain that he thought this a favourable moment to affift the King. 
—He earneftly prefled..his Council to grant him authority, but thcy peremptorily refufed it; 
and here this fecond -negociation ended.—Mr. Haftings never buoyed the King or the Prince up 
with an. idea that he. had any power to affift them, without firft receiving the fanction of his 
Council—One point is curious: 


« The Right Honourable Gentleman has quoted two Refolutions to prove, that to interfere 
unneceffarily in the difputes of the country powers, is contrary to the wifh of this Houfe.— 
Mr. Haftings quoted a third to his Council, to prove that it was the with of this Houfe ea 
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the firft favourable opportunity fhould be feized of doing him a fervice; for if the Refolution 
does not mean thus much, it means nothing—I defire the words may be read > 


< Refolved, That it is the opinion of this Committee, that the conduét of the Company 
€c and their Servants in India to the King, and Nudjiff Cawn, with refpeét to the tribute pay- 
<¢ able to the one, and the itipend to the other, and with refpeét to the transfer of the provinces 
“ of Corah and Allahabad to the-Vizier, was contrary to policy and good faith; and that fuch 
‘* wife and practicable meafures fhould be adopted in future, as may tend to redeem the national 
ec honour, and recover the confidence and attachment of the Princes of India.” 


“© Now, Sir, this Refolution is an ample juftification for Mr. Haftings, if he could affift the 
King without an unneceffary interference in the differences of the country powers; but as his 
Council would not agree with him, he formally declared that he could not affift the Mogul, 
though all parties agreed in granting an afylum to the Prince, and the Nabob Vizier cheer- 
fully afforded him the means of fubfittence. 


< I muft defire to obferve, that Mr. Haftings’s deputation to Lucknow had no conneétion 
of any fort with Major Brown’s negociations. “There had been very violent difputes at Luck- 
now between the Vizier and Hyder Beg Cawn on the one part, and Mr. Briftow on the other. 
Thefe were referred to Calcutta, and Mr. Haftings differed with his Council effentially upon 
the fubjecéts in difpute. From May to December, 1783, thefe differences continued: and then 
the Council agreed to yield to Mr. Hattings, provided he would enfure the payment of the 
Company’s debt. .He acceded to the terms—he prepared, on the Vizier’s invitation, to go to 
Tucknow—His offer was accepted by the Board, and his credentials confined him to the two 
points of affifting the Vizier, and recovering the balances due from his Excellency to the 
Company. ‘Thefe were in faét the only two points on which Mr. Haftings was deputed, and 
therefore his credentials, which this Houfe has ordered to-day to be printed, were in every 
refpećt proper and ample. It is furely a ftrange conclufion to draw, that Mr. Haftings wanted 
to involve the nation in another war, becaufe he declared his opinion to his Council, that if 
powers were granted to him, he would effectually affift the King, and make his fituation much 
more comfortabie than it had been for fome years. If we are to judge from another event, we 
muft think that Mr. Haftings could have performed what he promifed. There was hardly a 
man in India who conceived a poffibility of his doing what he did to extricate the Vizier at 
Lucknow, or to recover the Company’s debt. 


« The Honourable Gentleman has faid, that Mr. -Haftings’s letter, of the 30th of April, 
and the poiticript of the 13th of May, were printed by me, and publicly read in a Court of 
Proprietors, and that therefore it is abfurd to withhold the other papers. He is very near cor- 
reét in this {ftatement, but I will reiate it exa&tly as it happened. I declare upon my honour 
that l did not receive a copy of that letter from Mr. Haftings, but merely a {mall letter upon a 
quarter of a fheet of paper, which came in the Company’s over-land packet, and was delivered 
to me at the India~-Houfe. This letter, which many gentlemen have feen, contained the pro- 
phecy of Mr. Haltings, that the Right Honourable Gentleman’s Bill would never país, and 
his mere declaration to return the following feafon to Europe; but I confefsI was very defirous 
to get at the letter to the Directors ; and [I will tell the Honourable Gentleman why. When 
the Right Honourable Gentleman brought in his India Bill, the Houfe and this country were 
told that the balance due from the Vizier to the Company was above 750,000]. and never could 
be paid, and it was ftruck out of the Dtreétors ftatement. Mr. Hattings’s public letter con- 
tained authentic accounts that the greateft part was actually paid in April, 1784, and an ample 
fund provided for liquidating the remainder, as well as for the current fubfidy—and thefe funds 
have been fully fufficient, as later advices prove. Now, Sir, Idoconfefs, that the triumph of 
party, by which we are all apt. at times to be actuated, did induce me to wifh that by fome 
means or other the public fhould be informed huw erroneous the Right Honourable Gentleman’s 
ftatement, in a very material inftance, had been proved to be. The only way to get at the let- 
ter was to propofe its being read at a General Court. This we did.—The Chairman (Mr. 
Devaynes) objected to it, but we were too anxious to get at the main point to attend to his 
objections, and the letter was read. I had then aright to a copy of it, which I fentto Mr. 
Debrett to publifh; but being defired by feveral gentlemen not to publifh it, I prevented its 
coming out, even after it was printed. But when Mr. Debrett had actually procured a copy 
from another channel, I then thought he might as well fend mine forth ; and this is the {tate of 
the tranfaction. It was a mere party triumph, and nota very unreafonable one, when it was 
confidered how deeply the Right Honourable Gentleman had committed himfelf on the moft 
material point of the letter in queftion. 


« “The. Honourable Gentleman has afferted that the Vizier had no army, except our forces, 
commanded by Britifh officers. Good God! Sir, where can he pick up his intelligence £ The 
izier’s 
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Vizier’s army I believe confifts of 50,000 men, 15,0°0 Of which are cavalry. Our force in 
his country confifted of one brigade at Cawnpore, {ix battalions at Futtyghear, and a ‘mall 
corps at LLucknow—but his own army is very conliderable—I will affure the Honcurable Gen- 
tleman that I never faw Mr. Hattings’s fecret kettcr of the 16th June 1784, to the Secret Com- 
mittee of the Court of Direétors, till I read it in his letter book, fince this fubjecét was agitated, 
By that letter it appears that he gave the Court of Direétors the earlieft intelligence of his 
views in favour of the King, and of their being counteraéted by the refufal of his czunfel to 
grant him powcrs. The following extract the Honcurable Gentleman has not faveured us 
with, though the words are contained in the letter he has in part read, ** My object is, with 
<< the pofleffion of authority, to exhibitit as a means of negociation, notto exerciie it, and Í 
e< am morally certain that had I poffeffed fuch a power atthe time in which the even: I have de- 
<: fcribed took’ place, and while the minds of the principal acturs were enfeebled with the recent 
«c agitation of it, I could have eafily dictated the terms both of the King’s deliverance from his 
< prefent thraldom, and .his fon’s return.” Mr. Hiftinzs did not poffefs the powers, the Coun- 
fel continued to refufe the powers, and he dd nothing; but was it criminal in him to ak for 
them, in order as he thought to perform a feivice acceptable to the Mogul, this nation, and 
the Eaft India Company ? 


<c. Tam fenfible, Sir, that I have not preferved a proper conncéticn in the detz:] I have at- 
tempted to give you; I will therefore recapitulate in a few words what | meant to itate tothe 
Houfe, declaring at the fame time that l have my irformaton from Mr. Hattimas; and that 
Major Browne himfelf will, in all probability, bein England in twenty days :—M qor Browne 
was appointed the 2othof Auruft, 1782, Miniter from the Government of Bengal to Deihi. 
His inftructions were read and approved by the Board, then confilting of Mr. W hħhiler ard Mr. 
Macpherfon, and confequently were the Board’s inftructions. From this time he had no fur- 
ther communication with Mr Haftings, nor any initructions at any time fiom him but thofe 
which I have mentioned. Mr Hatlings did not once write to M:jor Browne, or fve him in 
Auguft, 1782, till after he left Calcutta himivlf in February, 1784. Various cbftructicns 
prevented Major Browne’s arrival at Delhi till a year and a half arter his appointment; in 
March, 1783, the inftructions were refcinded. Mr. Stubbs then being added to the Board, 
and Sir Eyre Coote having returned from the Court for a fhoit period, from Mav, 17873, to 
to the 2cth of January, 1784, Mr. Haftings was in a minority. In October, 1782, the pro- 
pofal for afifting the King with troops was dcbated. Mr. Haitings was for aiiiing him; the 
other Members were againit it; and there it dropped. The fame propolal was again repeated, 
though perhaps in differcnt words, by Major Browne, onthe zgo0:h of December, 1783. This 
was received the 20th of Januzry, 1784, and fubmitted to the Board; Mr. Fiaftings all the 
time in a minority. 


sc- It does not appear that the Board did any thing upon this matter, or that they ever tcok 
it up after; but Mr. Haftings is not to be cenfured for that; he left Calcutta a very few days 
after, and was much indifpoicd at the time. The Council had the power of recalling Nlajor 
Browne, if they thought he had exceeded his inftruétions, which were to encourage rather than 
to difcourage a propofition for troops. They did not recall him; ner did they reply to his let- 
ters as I know of: but with this Mr. Haftings had nothing to do. Ata diitance of five 
months after the Prince’s flight from Delhi, Major Browne came to J.ucknow in June, 1784, 
earneftly intreated by the’ Mogul to explain the particulars of his fituation, and to folicit af- 
fiftance againft Affrafiab Cawn ; but the propofil of the goth of Dccember, 1783, was to co- 
operate with Affrafiab Cawn andthe King. Mr. Haftings deemed the moment a favourable 
one to afhift his. Majefty ; he applicd to his Council for powers ; he wrote tothe Dircétors over 
Jand that he had done fo: the powers wercrefulcd, and the bulinefs ended.—Mr. Hattings left 
Lucknow in Auguft, and India the February following.” 


Ån - + Or Oe EF MooouououoŇilŘŮĖăė 


M ARCH 24th. 


MAJOR SCOTT faid he had three Motions to offer to the Houfe in confequence of fome 
papers that had been moved for by the Right Honourable Gentleman [Mr. Burke] rc!ative to 
Benares.—fiis firt Motion was, for an account of the period when the Dirc&tcrs firft heard 
of the demand made by the Government of Bengal upon Cheyt Sing for five lacks of rupces, 
as his contribution for the expence of the war, for the year 1778, and to know what aicers, 
obfervations, or protefts, had been made by the Directors, or by any one of them, in confe- 
quence of a principle avowed and recorded by Mr. Haftings, on the 2oth of Scptember, ae? 
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< That we were not precluded by any engagement exifting with Cheyt Sing, from compelling 
him to contribute by extraordinary fupplies to the relief of extracrdinary emergencies.” 


Mr. Francis did not fee any other obje@t in the Motion than a defign to criminate the Di- 
reétors for nealect. If that was the motive, he would heartily join, he fałd, with the 
Honourable Gentleman, who he thought very well knew the anfwer would be, Non efl in- 
ventus—for no orders ever were fent on the fubject. 

Major Scott faid, he certainly did believe the anfwer would be a Non ef? inventus, but it 
appearcd to him very material the Houfe fhould know it for a certainty, and he would ftate 
his reafon. In fome obfervations publifhed by the Direétors, in Oétober, 1783, when an 
Honourable Member [Sir Henry Fletcher] was the Chairman, they feverely cenfured Mr. 
Haftings and his Council, for demanding five lacks of rupees from Cheyt =e. Now if he 
could prove that Mr. Haftings, folem:nly and deliberately recorded the principle upon which 
he aéted, in September, 1778, and that it was received in England in May, 1779, and never 
noticed by the Dire€tors, iurely it would be fair to fay, thatthe filence was acquicfcence and 
approbation, and that the Direétors, and not Mr. Haftings, were culpable. 


Mr. Fox and Mr. Sheridan combated this, and faid, that it might perhaps tend to prove 
how unfit the Direétors were for their ftations, but could not exculpate Mr. Haftings, 
and that the Right Honourable Gentleman [Mr. Dundas] was to blame for choofing 
fuch Dire&tors. They profefled not to fee any neceffity for the Motion.—Mr. Sheridan 


remarked on the different fupport given to Motions coming from different fides of the 
‘Houfe. 


Mr. Dundas faid he was ready to give every paper that either fide might call for, provided 
‘they could be granted without danger. With refpeét to the Directors, he faid he had 
not the ele&ting of them, and therefore was not refponfible—but the paper moved for 
-by the Honourable Gentleman [Major Scott] attended to tranfactions that happened 
‘long before the Board of Controul was eftablifhed. 


Major Scott faid, that the argument refpecting the Directors being unfit for their 
‘ofices, if their not making a demand on- Cheyt Sing till nine years after they heard it, 
would app!y to both fides of the: Houfe. For an Honourable Gentleman, not now a 
Member, [Mr. Gregory] and an.Honourable Member, [Sir Henry Fletcher] were in the 
. -Dire&tion at the time the account was received relative to Cheyt S:ng, and every year after, 

except when they were out by rotation, yet the Right Honourable Gentleman, [Mr. 
Fox] had fixed upon them to be two of the feven Direétors under his Bill, and of the 
nine Affiftant Dire&tors, feven at leaft were in the fame fituation. -He never heard 
that any one of the number had protcfted againft the demand made upon Cheyt Sing, for 
three years fucceffively, and enforced by military execution, until the fubject was brought 
forward after the infurrection of Benares was canvafled in 1782. 


`" The Motion was carried, and Major Scott put his fecond Motion, which was to the fame 
effect as the firft, for the fecond year, and was meant, as he faid, to prove that though this 


fecond demand was enforced by military execution, it had paffed unnoticed either by the 
Minifter or the Direétors. 


Some obfervations were made in this motion alfo, as to its irrelevancy, by Mr. Fox. 


Mr. Pitt obferved upon it, that though it could be no juftification for Mr. Haftings, if 
he had done an a&t originally wrong, for that aét; yet if it appeared that he tranf{mitted 
the earlieft intelligence of what he had none, accompanied by his motives for doing it, 
and if the power which had a right to controul him, did acquiefce in it—that fuch an 
acquiefcence was approbation. He did not know what the anfwers would be to the Mo- 
tions, but it appeared to him that the Motions themfelves might pafs. 


The fecond and third Motions were then put, and pafled without a divifion. 


| THE 
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APRIL 3d. 


THE Order of the Day being read for the Houfe to refolve itfelf into a Committee of the 
whole Houfe, the Speaker left the Chair, having previoufly put the queftion on motion, that 
all the Reports of India Committees, from the year 1772, and all the Papers from the India 
Houfe that have been laid on the table fince the beginning of March, be referred to the faid 
Committee. Mr. Orde took his feat at the table. 


Mr. Burke then rofe, and faid the courfe of his proceeding would be, to call fome of the 
‘Gentlemen to the Bar, who had been ordered by the Houfe to attend that day as witncfles, and 
examine them for the purpofe of authenticating Certain papers already in his pofleffion, relative 
to the tranfactions at Owde, . with regard to the treatment of the Royal Family, the imprifon- 
ment of the mother and grandmother of the King, and the putting other perfons of quality in 
fetters, with a view to extort money from them. The papers, he faid, ought to have been at 
the India Houfe ; he fhould, therefore, eftablifh their authenticity by oral evidence, as well for 
the fake of enabling himfelf to lay them on the table as written evidence, as of proving that the 
Governor General had withheld the communication at home of fuch papers of importance, «s 
it was his undoubted duty to have communicated ; and firft he defired, that Captain Leonard 
Jaques might be called in. 


The Mafter of the Rolls rofe to ftate the extreme neceffity of their proceeding in the moft 
wary manner, when the whole weight of that Houfe was about to be brought forward to prefs 
an individual to the ground, whether properly or improperly brought forward he would not fay. 
He had, he faid, fully expected when he came down that day, to have heard the Right Honour- 
able Gentleman ftate the charges that he meant to bring forward, again{fl Mr. Haftings, that he 
and other gentlemen might be able to judge how far the parole evidence to be adduced at the 
bar bore upon the charge, as well as whether the charge was a criminal charge or not, and fuch 
as it became the dignity and juftice of that Houfe to entertain. As to the mode in which the 
Right Honourable Gentleman meant to proceed, he was fo little able to guefs even at its nature, 
that he hoped the Right Honourable Gentleman would ftate more {pecifically the faéts in 
‘charge to which he meant to examine the witneis he had juft afked for, before he came to the 
bar, in order to enable the Houfe to aét confcientioufly and juftly on a tranfaétion of fo much 
importance. He knew not, Sir Lloyd faid, much of the forms of proceeding upon criminal 
matters in that Houfe, but with the practice of places more immediately relative tothe pro- 
feffion to which he had the honour to belong, he was pretty familiar; and though he could not 
fay much of the practice of that Houfe as the grand inque(t of the nation, he well knew that 
it was the practice of the grand inqueft of every county, when a crimina) profecution was brought 
before them, to hear a pofitive fpecific charge firft, and then to go into the evidence, and 
find a bill of indiétment. He fhould fuppofe that fomething analogous to that praétice either 
‘did, or ought to obtain, in refpect to crim.nal protecutions carried on by that Houfe. Cer- 
tain, however, he was, that it behoved them to aét with more than ordinary caution in the 
proceeding then cany ng on by them againft an individual, efpecially when it was confidered 
that the whole bufinefs lay in the hands of a gentleman of great and acknowledged abibties, and 
as that gentleman was known to poffefs as much candour as any man living, he appealed to 
him, to his candour, and to his confcience, whether it would not be fair in retpeét to the 
fuppofed delinquent that the charge fhould be fpecified in fome fort at leait, or fo much of it as 
the witnefs juft named would be called upon to fpeak to before he came tothe Bar, 


Mr. Nicholls rofe to declare, he perfectly coincided in every fyllable the Right Honourable 
Gentleman had faid. . He had, indeed, been of opinion, after. feveral of the papers had been 
moved for, that the charge ought to be opened to the Houle; that they might know where 
they were going, and be able to judge how far the papers called for were neceflary to eftablifh 
the charge. . Mr. Nicholls ftated the practice of criminal courts of juftice upon indiétments, and 
argued the propriety and neceffity in point of juftice-that fome fpecific criminal charge fhould be 
made out before they proceeded farther. 


Mr. Burke faid, fo much did he admire and refpe& wifdom, that he would bow even to date 
‘wifdom, but furely if inftead of learned Gentlemen of great weight and authority, becaufe, at 
the head of: their profeffion; inftead of the Mafter of the Rolls, the Solicitor General,*and the 
learned Right Honourable Gentleman he fav -oppofite to him, coming down fo late in the pro- 
grefs of the proceeding as the ftage of the Coffmittee to which they had that day arrived, in or- 
der to fet the Houfe rightand guide their fteps in the bufinefs, they. had come down at a 
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been fo good as to have Jet them have the benefit and advantage of their fuperior legal know- 
ledge, their conduct would have been more kind, and their behaviour more frien ly to the 
Houfe and to him. The Right Honourable Gentleman had talked of the weight of that Houfe 
being exercifed to crufh an individual to the ground—he might reft affured that neither that 
Houle would fuffer its weight to be ufed in the unjuft prefflure of any individual, nor would he 
attempt to ufeit for any fuch purpofe. But in truth the weight of that Houfe in a profecution 
of an Eaft-Indiadelinquent, was not to be confidered as of that dreadful nature; it would not 
be felt to be equal to a feather upon any individual, as experience had again and again fhewn. 
The loins of that Houfe upon a criminal weighed not fo much as the little finger of the law, 
nor was it fo likely to crufh him to the earth. For his part, he meant, through the whole of 
the proceeding, to fhew himfelf as open as peffible,“more fo than perhaps was well for the 
parthe had undertaken, but certainly not more fo than was fair. With that view he had, 
in the outfet of the bufinefs, laid down the grounds of fact in a general manner, upon which 
he was induced to prefume guilt of a great and enormous nature in the Government of India, 
and in orderto eftablifh which, as a matter of criminal charge againft Warren Haftings, Efq. 
he had called for certain papers, moft of which had been granted, and fome denied. 


The papers already upon the table were thofe on which he fhould reft much of the various 
charges he meant to bring forward, and he had other papers extremely material tothe eftablifh- 
ment of the charge, that he wifhed the Houfe alfo to have beforethem, but it was impoffible for 
him to produce them until they were authenticated, and the witneffles he meant to call, he knew 
had it in their power to authenticate them, As far as they had pone, the Houfe, and not he, 
werc anfwerable. Any thing, therefore, -that the learned Gentleman had to fuggeft againít the 
order or form of their proceedings, muft go in cenfure of the Houfe, becaufe the papers he had 
moved for were many of them granted. He had then moved for a Committee of the whole 
Houfe, and that the Houfe had alfo granted ; and he had moved for certain witneffes to eftablifh 
by oral evidence the authenticity of the written evidence he had in his poffeflion; which wit- 
néfies the Houfe had ordered to attend, and they were at that moment in a Committee for the 
purpofe of calling in and examining thofe witneffes. The whole of the proceedings hitherto 
‘were proceedings fanctioned by that Houfe, and furely when the Houfe had ordered a Committee 
it was not merely for the purpofe of putting the Chairman into his feat at the table, in order 


that he might leave it the moment he fat down, without doing any one other thing in the 
Committee. 


The caufe he was bringing forward, Mr. Burke faid, was one of the moft important and 
molt confiderable ever agitated by Parliament; it behoved that Houfe, therefore, to be care- 
ful of its own honour, and by no nreans to appear defirous of reftraining evidence or prevent- 
ing full information on the fubje&t. The Right Honourable Gentleman and the gther learned 
gentleman in his eye, had they attended in the early part of the bufinefé, would have heard him 
{tate the outline of the charges, the better to eftablifh which, he had fince found it neceflary 
to call for fo many papers. The Right Honourable Gentleman had, he obférved, appealed to 
his candour, and he would prove to him that he had not appealed in vain, by reading again a 
paper that he had before read to the Houfe, and upon hearing of which they had not ventured, 
“except in one or two inftances, to refufe him the papers he afked for. Mr. Burke here read 
the paper which confifted of a fummary ftatement of the principal facts in refpeét to the con- 
duct of the Britifth in the kingdom of Owde; and to the tranfa@tions at Owde, he faid, he 
meant folely to confine himfelf in his firft enquiry. With regard to the learned gentleman’s 
allufion to an indiétment and a criminal trial in the Courts below, the comparifon would not 
hold with that Houfe. In their proceeding at prefent, they rather refembled the prefentment 
of a Bill than any thing ele; certainly they in no fort refembled a jury trying a cauf¢.— 
Having added fevera] reafons to prove that their proceedings in cafes of criminal profecution 
were clear, diftinét, and peculiar to themfelves, he repeated his appeal to the honour of the 
Houfe, to fuffer the witneffes, whom they had themfelves ordered to attend, to be called to 


the Bar and examined,. and therefore he once more defired that Captain Leonard Jaques be 
called to the Bar. 


The Mafter of the Rolls rofe to take notice of the Right Honourable Gentleman’s having 
Suggetted that he and others of his profeffion had been brought down that day for the purpofe 
of preventing the witneffes from being examined; fo far from it, he moft folemnly declared that 
he had not communicated or confulted with any individual upon the fubjeét, and when he 
came down, he protefted hè came down expeéting to have heard the charges intended to be 
brought in againft Mr. Haftings, ftated by the Right Honourable Gentleman. When the 
Motion wads made for calling Captain Jaques to the Bar, he caft about in his own mind to find, 
if he could, whether that mode of proceeding was fair and juft to the fuppofed delinquent, and 
to afk himfelf how far it approached any fort of procefs of criminal jurifdi€&tion that had come 
within his knowledge, becaufe he felt the great magnitude and importance of the bufinefs, and 
was fully convinced that the Houfe could not proceed with too much caution. He — a 
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Michael Fofter in his excelent Treatife on the Crown Law, in which, fpeaking of Parliamen« 
tary profecution, Sir Michael fays, itis the duty of the Houfe of Commons to be more pecu» 
liarly guarded than any other, becaufe of their extraordinary feverity, all the people of 
England being virtually the profecutors of one man. 


In the prefent cafe,- Sir Lloyd faid, practices had been reforted to, the moft {candalous and 
the moft unjuft. Pamphlets artfully calculated to prejudice thofe who were to fit in judgment 
on the impeachment (fhould any go to the Lords) had been fent under cover to noble Lords, 
with a view to inflame their paffions and miflead their judgments. In like manner, newfpapers, 
crammed with articles -calculated to the fame end, had been-induftrioufly circulated. Such 
conduct was equally indecent and unjuft, and cenfequently every way unworthy thofe con- 
cerned in it. On fuch occafiens it had been ufual for the law courts feverely to punifh the of- 
fenders, holding it a daring contempt for to publifh any thing whatever while a criminal caufe 
was pending. Sir Lloyd commented on this for fome minutes, and faid, the particular pub- 
lication that he happened to take in, and which he read with great pleafure, contained a ftate 
of the cafe upon the prefent fubject, very.ingenioufly put, but in the moft unfair way poffible ; 
and he had feen a pamphlet that had been fent under cover anonymoufly toa noble Lord, whofe 
name, H it were neceflary, he would mention, that was clearly publifhed for the fame ini- 
quitous purpofe. Whoever was guilty of thefe practices, he fhould be glad to fee feverely pu- 
nifhed ; he added, that he hoped and believed none of the accufers of -Mr. Haftings, to whom 
he declared he was a profound ftranger, either countenanced or encouraged any- fuch practices, 
Fie repeated his earneft with that a liit of charges might be given in before they proceeded any 
farther, that they might know what they were about, and where they were going. 


Mr.-Fox rofe to fupport- his Right Honourable Friend, and to declare that he was of opinion 
he -was perfeatly right in wifhing to -have his witneffes parole evidence taken then. Mr: Fox 
went: over feveral of the circumftances that had-occurred in the courfe of the proceedings hi- 
therto; and firft, he reminded the Committee that his Right Honourable Friend had not only 
opened fome general grounds to the oufe at the commencement of the bufinefs, but on mov- 
jing for each fecific paper, had {tated the particular facts, to prove which the paper was called 
for; the Committee knew enough, therefore, of the general grounds of the charge'to be laid 
in future, to fee the ‘neceffity of calling for the witneffes at that time. Mr. Fox entered into 
a difcuffion of the nature of the charges to be made, and faid it was his Honourable Friend’s 
intention to keep each article of charge as feparate and diftin& as poffible. “There was one fpe- 
«ies of criminality, however, fo implicated -and.invoived in all of them, that it would be dif- 
ficult; tf- mot utterly -impofftble to feparate it, and that wasthe-.uniform and invariable negleé& 
on the part-of Mr. Haftings to fend home and communicate full and complete information of 
what paffed im India to the.Dire&tors. That pervaded every charge, and was to be met with at 
every places and mixed in every tranfaction. Mr. Fox faid, the matter in conteft was merely 
a queftion as to the form of their proceedings rather than any difference of opinion upon other 
points. He then argued very ftrenuoufly upon the neceffity of calling the witneffes to the Bar, 
fhewing that it was in confequence of an Order of the Houfe that they attended for that 


purpofe. 


` Mr. Cornwall (the Speaker) rofe in order te endeavour to fettle the form of their proceed- 
ings, which appeared to him. extremely effential, and important to be adjufted before they went 
further, ince an error in that. refpect might eftablith a very improper precedent. The better 
to bring-all the circumftances of the cafe before the Committee, that they might fee precifely 
how they ftood, Mr. Cornwall recapitulated every fingle.ftep that had- been taken from the com- 
mencement of the bufinefs to that hour, as well as ftating Mr. Burke’s declarations at the 
niet and at different times, as to the courfe of preceeding that he meant to adopt and to purfue. 
Having delivered-beth.-with. fingular accuracy, he-defcribed the modes that ftruck his mind as 
the only poffible modes .to be adopted, and followed intelligibly and effectually ; and the refult 
was, that the whole depended on -the queftion, whether that Committee was a Committee of 
Enquiry, or a Committee appointed to receive a Charge or certain Refolutions tantamount to a 
Charge? After {tating various reafons for his opinion, Mr. Cornwall declared it forcibly ftruck 
him that the Committee. was -not.a Committee of -Enquiry, but merely.a Committee to reccive 
a Charge, and.that-in- ftating-the Charge, the Right Honourable Gentleman would attach to 
it, or to the refolutiens he fhould propofe, criminality of a certain colour or quality ; it would 
then remain to.be-feen whether.the Charge or Refolutions were grounded on faéts, and whether 
the criminal colour and quality attached really belonged to thofe faGts. That being his opinion, 
he did net think the. Committee could receive oral evidence, they were not directed fo to do, and 
if it- had been moved that the written papers fhould be read,.upon the fame principle that he 
was againft receiving. oral evidence he d have objected to the-reading a-dingle line of the 


papers. 
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Mr. Cornwall’s ‘fpeech gave rife to a long and defultory debate on form, which was tedious 
and dry toa degree. We fhall not attempt to follow it in detail, but fhail content ourfelves 
with itating a feature or two of each fpeech. 


Mr. Fox replied to Mr. Cornwall, and admitted that the Right Honourable Gentleman had, 
with correct memory, recapitulated every thing that had pafled in the Houfe in the courfe of 
the various debates and converfations that had already taken place on the fubjeét, but he could 
by no means agree with the latter part of the Right Honourable Gentleman’s fpeech. Mr. 
Fox faid, he knew not that any Committee was formally entitled a Committee of Enquiry ; 
but he neverthelefs: was fatisfied that the bufinefs of the Committee was to enquire into the 
grounds of evidence, and examinc the witneffes ; elfe why had the Houfe referred the papers to 
them, and ordered the witnefics to attend? He boncutied in the opinion that on this cafe the 
written and the parole evidence were one and the fame, and to be treated in like manner; but 
the manner of {tating and fupporting the feveral charges, could, he conceived, only be by feleét- 
ing the faéts from the evidence before the Houte, and referring to the papers from which they 
were f{celected. Now that being the cafe, how could his Right Honourable friend refer to 
evidence not yet delivered, or in poficfion of the Houfe? 


Mr. Cornwall faid a few words in explanation. 


The Solicitor General began an ingenious reply, by declaring that for one he fully expeéted 
to have heard the charge itated that day by the Right Honourable Gentleman, and with that 
expectation he came down to the Houfe. Mr. Solicitor entered into a long argument to prove that 
the proper and {ftriétly formal mode of proceeding was, by ftating the charge firft, and annexing 
additional references to it afterwards ; by that means the Committee would be enabled to ex- 
‘amine the witneiles, knowing to what their evidence was to be applied. The voting an im- 
pe2zchment he defcribed to be immediately analogous to the finding of a Grand Jury, and 
reafoned a good deal on the probabiliry of a great part of the charge not being impeachable 
matrer. The word evidence, he faid, of itfelf implicd a charge, fince every body knew it. 
fignified :he making the grounds of a charge evident; now no man who re arded his reputation 
would like to have a bill of indiétment found againft him, although he might afterwards be 
zcquiited by the petty jury. “The liberal and judicious would certainly not think the worfe of 
him, but the bulk of mankind would be ftrongly prejudiced, and where one fet of men on their 
oaths had fuppefed that he night be guilty, although another had decided that he was innocent, 
ftiil an unfeaionable imprefiion would remain. Mr. Haftings, he obferved, had a great reputa- 
tion at ftake, and as every man was prefumed to be innocent till he was proved to be guilty, it 
behoved that Houfe, in juftice and in candour, to avoid fixing any thing like a ftigma of guilt 
before they knew that it was merited. Mr. Solicitor cited feveral cafes of Parliamentary profe- 
cutions, in fupport and illuftration of his argument. 


Mr. Burke in reply, in ftrong terms, warned the Houfe againft doing any thing fo incongru- 
ous as to call their own aéts in queftion, and what they were now urged to do, he faid, was 
neither morc or lefs than to reprobate their former proceedings. Mr. Burke in reply to the idea 
that the charge ought to be {tated firft inftead of the evidence, out of which it would naturally 
arife, faid it reminded him of a parcel of philofophers who were difputing among themfelves 
the reafon why a flock of fheep ran fafter when the wolf came than at any other time, when a 
pocr fimple fellow like himfelf faid, ** but before you enter deep into your controverfy, would 
it not be wife to afcertain the faét and to fee, whether fheep do run fafter when the wolf comes 
than ut any other time?” Mr. Burke again touched upon the appearance of the Crown lawyers 
that day, declaring his fufpicions of their doétrine and its motives. 


Mr. Jenkinfon denicd that -the Gentlemen of the Law had either been brought down to 
oppofe the motion, or that what they had faid by any means tended to defire the Houfe to 
reprobate its former proceedings. Mr. Jenkinfon fupported the arguments of the Mafter of the 
Rolls, and read a cafe from the Journals in corroboration of his argument. 


Mr. Ellis argued the other way, and contended that the praétice of that Houfe had been dif- 
ferent from what had been ttated. He cited the parliamentary proceeding againft Sir Robert 
Weaipole, when an enquiry into his whole 20 years adminiftration was the object propofed, 
Mr. Ellis and Mr. Jenkinfon both difplayed great abilities. 


The Lord Advocate rofe to exculpate himfelf from the imputation of. having bcen ‘brought 
down to oppofe the examination of witneffes, declaring that he really had imagined their 
bufinefs that day would have been to have heard the charges of the Right Honourable 
Csentlcman, that they might know what they were about, and. not procecd any farther in the 
dark. He faid he never heard of an inquifition gri guilt, until it was known that guilt oosa, 
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There was no fuch practice in any part of Great Britain. Suppofing that a man was found 
murdered, in that cafe the Coroner held his inquifition in order to tind who it was thet bad com- 
mitted the crime, for the crime was notorious, but the crime fhould firft be afcertzineJ, zni the 

arty accufed of it, and the witnefles examined to prove the guilt ; but never bribe wirnefles to 
he examined before a charge was made, much -Jefs before guilt was proved, or u crime was 
‘known to have been perpetrated. In the cafe of Mr. Haftings, what was the guilt? Was in- 
dia loft? Were our dominions there diminifhed? Were they not rather eniarged? Had fuch 
a proceeding-been inftituted in the cafe of the American war? Then the guilt appeared prima 
facie from the lofs of thirteen provinces, and from the capture of a whole army, and man 
other obvious mifcarriages. On the contrarv, in the Ealt, there was the ftrongcit reafon at tirit 
fight to applaud, rather than to condemn the Government of India, from the whole of our 
poffeffions there being preferved, and from the prefent flourifhing ftate of them. His Lordthip 
faid, the Houfe ought to feel the dignity of their fituation as Judzes, and to act with the utmoft 
-candour. 


‘Mr. Sheridan rofe to fet the learned Gentleman right in two points; they were then not 
fitting as Judges, nor did Mr. Haftings want an advocate; neither was the lofs of thirteen pro- 
vinces, nor of a whole army at all in point of tne fubject under confidcration ; but he owned, he 
faid, he was a good deal furprifed at hearing the learned Lord fevere on Lord Cornwallis, for 
when he talked of the lofsof an army, he prefumed the learned Lord muft have meant him (a 
loud laugh) and furely Lord Cornwallis was at this time a favourite with Adminiftration! Their 

iving his Lordfhip the ,anpointment of Governor General, proved clearly that his fins were 
orgiven him, and his. pardon figned. Mr. Sheridan faid, that if the Committee were rigidly to 
adhere to forms, they had it not in their power to receive any charge, notwithitanding the 
charge.had been called for too often. He defired-that the Order of the Day might be minutely 
and diftinétly read, which being done, Mr. Sheridan contended that the Order clearly confined 
them to the examination of the written, and to the receipt of the parole evidence, and that the 
natural duty of the Committee would be to make a report, out of which report the Houfe would 
have to draw and extract the charge. H therefore.the arguments of the Gentlemen on the other 
fide of the Houfe were to prevail,. the report muft neceflarily be-to this purport, ** Our Com- 
mittee have not examined the evidence, which you referred to us, and dircéted us to invettigate; 
‘but we report the charge, which you did not direét us to reccive.’? Mer. Sheridan added other 
ingenious arguments in fupport of the motion. 


Mr. Burke rofe next, and in order to meet the argument of gentlemen of the other fide of 
the Houfe, propofed an amendment, expreffing more fully the objcé&t of calling Captain Jaques 
to the. Bar, by adding in words, that he was to be examined touching a letter fent by him. to 
Mr. Nathiniel Middleton and to Jofeph Richards, Efq. which gave an account of the-con- 
fining the King of Owde’s mother and grandmother, and fettering others of the royal] family, 
for the purpofe of extorting money from them. Mr. Burke ridiculed the Lord Advocate’s 
idea, that becaufe India was not utterly loft and gone, the conduct-of the government, and 
the perfon who held it muft be laudable. .-Such an argument, he faid, was atfurd in the ex- 
treme, fince:the tendency of: it went the length of afferting, that any delinquency, fhort of 
Jofing the country, was not ta be complained of. And therefore unle{s it happened as in the 
old fable, that the Devil came and flew away with the houte and all, no mifchief could be fuf- 
tained, the door might be forced, and the bureau and efcrutoire pillaged and plundered, and 
the owner have no claim to redrefs. 


Major Scott faid, he wifhed to ftate to the Committce what the Right Honourable Gentle- 
aman, Mr. Burke, had faid ona former day, and he would be inthe judgment of every gentle- 
man prefent, if the facts he fhould ftate to the Houfe were not precifely corre&t. He knew 
there were many on the other fide of the Houfe who would correé& him tf he fhould be wrong. 
When the Right Honourable Gentleman, above fix wveks ago, opened his mode of pro- 
ceeding, the Major faid he earneftly prefled him then to bring forward his charges, but the 
wifdom of the Houfe, to which he bowed with al) fubmiifion, determined firft to grant him 
papers. On that day three weeks, however, the Right Honourable Gentleman did actually ap- 
point that very day, either to meve .Charges, or Refolutions, which were to be the foundation 
of.Charges; and he went further; his words were, that confidering the variety of matter he 
had to bring forward, having.a government of thirteen years to.go through, he trufted the 
Houfe would not think three weeks a very diitant day for him to produce his charges. The 
Major appealed to all fides of the Houfe to declare, whether thofe were not precitely the ex- 
preffions Mr. Burke had ufed; and now that the day was arrived, what, he added, is the mode 
of proceeding ? Inftead of producing a fingle charge, the Right Honourab!e Gentleman de- 
fires that Captain Leonard Jaques be called in; his Motion he amends by adding, for the 
purpofe of authenticating certain letters written by him to Meffrs. Middleton and Johnfon. 
Will the Committee fuffer this ridiculous and contemptible Motion tọ pafs, at the very mo- 

ment 
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ment that they havea right to call upon the Right Honourable Gentleman for a performance’ of 
his premife ?—[Here Major Scott was called to order]—He apologized for the expreffion, but 
faid he did not mean it as perfonal tothe Right Honourable Gentleman ; all he meant to fay 
was this, that hé came down, as he believed every gentleman near him did that dav, to the 
Houfe, with the firm perfuafion of hearing what the charges againft Mr. Haflings were to be. 
The Motion before him did appear perfeétly ridiculous; for what was Captain Jaques to 
‘prove—that he wrote certain letters to Mefirs. Middleton and Johnion; and fuppofe the faé& to 
be fo, how did it affeét Mr. Haftings? If the letters were of fuch a nature as thefe gentlemen 
ought to ‘have fent to the Governor-General and Counci!, the omiffion might be negle& of 
duty in them, but could not poffibly affeét Mr. Haftings; therefore he hada rightto fay the 
Motion was a ridiculous one. 


The Right Honourable Gentleman affeéted to hold in great contempt pamphiets and 
newfpapers; Major Scott faid, he was of a different opinion, fand though the _ bufinefs 
ef Mr. Haftings had been fo long depending, he had to this moment but one way of guefling at 
the charges, and that was by reading a pamphlet publifhed by that Right Honourable Gentleman 
himfclf, two years and four months ago, ftiled ** Mr. Burke’s Speech of the 1ft of December, 
1783.” ‘This delay in bringing the Charges againft Mr. *Haftings, had been attended with all 
the ill effeéts he had prediéted. The newfpapers had been filled with the moft fcandalous mif- 
rcprefcntations; but Major Scott faid, he held in his hand a pamphlet that had been circulated 
within this week, in a manner fo infamous, that the perfon, whcever he was, who was guilty 
of fuch an act, deferved every approbious epithet that could be beftowed upon him by men of- 
honour of ali parties. A learned Gentleman (the Mafter of the Rolls) had already fpoken of 
the proceedings in terms of abhorrence. He begged to ftate a little at large, the pamphlet and 
the manner it had been circulated. He had the permiffion of a noble Earl, a Member of the other 
Houfe, to whom it was fent, and who received it with indignation, to mention his name, if any 
Gentleman thought proper to call upon him. The, pamphlet contained a letter from Mr. Ha- 
ftiigs, dated the 21ftof February, 1784, and a copy of the letter had been laid, by order, before 
that Houfe. To the letter was added a numberof malevolent and ill founded remarks, all ten- 
ding to imprefs the minds of Gentlemen who fliould read it with unfavourable impreffions of a 
man againft whom an impeachment was threatened, and by the penny poft, under blank covers, 
had this pamphlet been fent to many Members of that*-Houfe, and perhaps of the other; one 
noble Earl in particular had received it, and had in the moit unequivocal manner, reprobated fo 
infanious and fhamefula proceeding. Major Scott faid he would only relate the faét; the un- 
principled and difhonourable character who had iniquitoufly attempted to ftab a man in the dark, 
who was fo foon to be the object of a public enquiry, remained concealed, and probably would 
continue fo, fince he was happy to fay, that there was but one fentiment amongft men of honour 
and integrity upon fuch a conduct. “The Major faid, he now mentioned it for the purpofe of 
imploring the Committee nct to permit the Right Honourable Gentleman to continue a mode of 
proceeding, which fubjected Mr. Haitings to fuch malevolent and fcandalous attacks, and he 
was confident that the juftice, dignity, and honour of the Houfe, would be aufpicious in their 
decifion on the prefent Motion. 


Sir Grey Cooper wifhed, that the Committee fhould underftand the jet of the queStion, which 
he conceived to turn entirely on the doubt whether that was a Committee of enquiry or not? 
Sir Grey entered into a detail of the leading faéts to the appointment of the Committee, the 
reference of the pipers to’ it, the reference of the witnefles, reafoning from thofe premifes, 
and admitting that they appeared to warrant the conclufion that it was a Committee of en- 
quiry, but he faid, he would not'lay itdown thatit was. 


Mr. Samuel Smith, Jun. gave his opinion that the witnefies ought not to be examined before 
a charge was made, declaring that he had expeéted it would have been made that day. 


Mr. Fox ftated new arguments in fupport of the motion. 
Mr. Nichols fupported his opinion e contra. 
Mr. Dundas afked a queftion, and fpoke for fome fhort time againft the motion. 


Mr. Ellis rofe to explain. 


Mr. Sheridan {poke again, and was replied to by Mr. Jenkinfon, who ftated the -OF thi 
proceedings againft the ord Coningfby and Sir Ciac Power, ? cafe-of the 


Mr. Young madc a fhort fpeech againft the motion. 


Mr. 
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Mr. W. Grenville rofe to reply to Mr. Sheridan’s argument, and, as he always does, fpoke 
very ingenuouflly. 


Mr. Burke, with great earneftnefs, adjured the Houfe not to reftrain and narrow evidence. 
~He warmly reminded the Houfe of the murders, the rapine, the delinquencies of various kinds 
that had been praéctifed in India, where a whole people had been extirpated, Princes fold, the 
_perfons of women of the higheft rank treated worfe than common proftitutes, and every vice 
and fraud perpetrated that degraded human nature, and difgraced the Britith name; tor thie 
fake of their own honour, and for the fake of the national credit, he urged the Committee to 
confent to examine the witnefles. He faid, his reafon for preffing fo much that point was to 
prevent their being tampered with or influenced, and when he faid fo, he meant no imputation 
on any one of them, buthuman nature was human nature. If the Committee fhould, in fpite 
of his caution, continue to call for the charges, which they had heard exacted as a matter due 
from him, though he never had even hinted a promife that he would introduce them that night, 
‘they fhould have them, for he had the code of accufation with him, though that, in his opi- 
nion, was not the fit moment to produceit. He adverted once more to the oppofition the gen- 
tlemen of the law had given his Motion, and before he fat down, declared, that as foon as the 
Motion was difpofed of, if the Committee fhould require it, he would deliver in the charges. 


The Mafter of the Rolls complained of the frequent infinuation thrown out in the courfe 
of debate, that he and others of his profeffion had been brought down that day to defend Mr. 
Haftings. He knew nothing in his own charaéter, or in that of the other Honourable Gen- 
tlemen of his profeffion, who were prefent, that would warrant fuch a conclufion; for his part, 
he was not acquainted with Mr. Haftings, he had never been under the roof of that gentleman, 
nor had he been underhis roof. Sir Lloyd perfifted in maintaining that in point of reafon and 
juftice the charges ought to be produced before they proceeded farther. 


Mr. Burke replied, and in the courfe of what he faid let fall an expreffion tending to charge 
the Eaft-India Dire€&tors with having concealed papers fram the Houle which ought to have been 
there, as they were effential to the accu(ation. 


Sir Gregory Page Turner faid he would not detain the Houfe long, but he thought it in- 
cumbent on him to declare, that after having liftened to all that had been faid, he was of opi- 
nion that witnefics ought not to be examined. Sir Gregory faid, he hzd a confidence in the 
Right Honourable Gentleman at the head of the Exchequer, and therefore as long as his mea- 
fures were right, he would fupport them. 


Mr. S. Smith, Jun. with fome warmth repelled the infinuation that the Eaft-India Dire&ors 
had concealed papers from the Houfe, declaring that fuch a charge was fubftzntially falfe. He 
touched upon the prefentr flourifhing ftate of our affairs in India, as recorded in the laft letters, 
and faid, that the profperous condition of the Company at home gave the lie to thofe who had 
roundly charged the Company, not long fince, with bcing in a ftate of bankruptcy Mr, 
Smith feemed a good deal nettled: at the late fpeeches of Mr. Burke, and faid, they had wit- 


neffed from that gentleman promife without performance, aflertion without proof, and calumny 
without elucidation. 


Mr. Grofvenor faid a few words, that we could not diflinétly-hear. 


Mr. Wilberforce took: notice of that part of Mr» Burke’s fpeech, in which he had declared 
that the reafon why he wifhed his witneffes to be examined was for fear they fheuld be tam- 
pered with. To avoid that, Mr. Wilberforce remarked that they muft not only be examined 
forthwith, but all of them muft be examined that night, a matter utterly impoffible. 


Mr. Wyndham, in defence of Mr. Burke, faid, by “* tampered with,” his Honourable 
Friend certainly did not mean any thing difreputable to the gentlemen ; every man had par- 
ticular conneétions, and ‘ftood in circumitances that ‘would warrant the fufpicion of influence, 


bias, or prejudice, without the leaft imputation on his charaéter, or the fmalleft impeachment 
either of his honour or his integrity. 


Mr. Wilberforce made a fhort reply, and declared that he meant to fix no difreputable im- 
putation on the meanin: of the words t‘ tampercd with.” He had merely uted tne mention of 
them as an argument to fhew the utter impoffibility of examining the witneffes, with a view to 
prevent their being liable to what the Right Honourable Gentieman had: ftated as the reafon for 
his_prefling tọ have them called to the- Bar. 


The 
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The pallery was, at this period of the debate, cleared of ftrangers, that the Committee 
might divide, but the queftion was afterwards given up. 


Mir. Burke then faid, he fhoeld barely produce fuch of the charges as he had ready, with- 
out any argument to raife a prejudice either for them or againft them. Let them come before 
the Committee, refting on the force of the faéts they contained. When the day fhould arrive 
for hin to argue them as the grounds of an impeachment, he fhould endeavour to point out 
in what degree they criminated Warren Haftings, Efq. againft whom he had delivered them as 
criminal charges. 


A tete-a-tete converfation, of full half an hour, then took place round the table, not one 
‘word of which we could colle&. At length it was fettled, that the Chairman fhould report 
progrefs, and afk leave to fit again; and that the chargés fhould be exhibited and delivered 
‘this day. 


The number that Mr. Burke had with him were, he declared, about three-fourths of the 
whole that are to come. ‘They appeared to be each about the fize of the manufcript of a half- 
crown pamphlet. 


The Houfe was refumed, Report made, Committee ordered to fit again this day, and the 
Houfe rofe at Half after Ten. 


APRIL 3d. 


MR. BURKE moved, that the reports of the Select ‘Committee in 1781, fhould be referred 
+o the Committee now appointed to determine on tke conduct of Mr. Haftings: And alfo that 
all the papers relative to Mr. Haftings, moved for fince the 16th of’ March, fhould be referred 
to the faid Committee ;—which motions were accordingly agreed to. 

. The Order of the Day was then read, to take thefe Papers into confideration, and the 
Speaker having left the chair of the Houfe, Mr. Orde took that of the Committee. 


Mr. Burke obferved, that though the Houfe was in pofleffion of a large fhare of evidence, it 
was yet fo incomplete that it was not convertible to any purpofe : it required in fome parts to 
be authenticated, and in others to have many deficiencies. For thefe purpofes it became necef- 
fary to call in the-aid of parole evidence, to which tke Houfe had now to proceed. -He there- 
fore concluded with moving, that Captain Leonard Jaqucs fthould now be called in and ex- 
amined at the bar. 


The Mafter of the Rolls expreffed his furprize at this mode of proceedure. He had under-. 
ftood that this day had been three weeks fince appointed for that Honourable Gentleman to 
bring forward a fpecific charge againft Warren Tiaitings, Efq; but it now appeared that the 
charge was not to be exhibited, and the Houfe was called to proceed in the examination of parole 
evidence. Much circumf{pection, in his opinion, was required, -heferc they gave their aflent to 
fuch a procefs, in proportion as the power of Parliament was efteétual in crufhing an individual, 
they fhould be cautious how that power was exercited. For his part, he had not applied much 
confideration to the fubjecét, yet the prefent mede of proceeding ftruck him very forcibly, not 
only as a violation of form, but alfo as inconfiftent with the ends of fubitantial juftice. t had 
ever appeared to him, tobe one of the moft valuable principles cf our conftitution, that no per- 
fon could be fubjected to the difzrace of trial, unlefs fome degree of guilt was firft afcertained by 
the verdict of a Grand Jury. Ihe effect of their prefent proceeding would be decidedly the re- 
verfe of this. They were culed cn tocnter inte an examination, which implied a fufpicion, and 
confequently: affixed a ftzin ; not only when no guilt was proved, but when no charge had been 
made. “Chey were left without a rudder to guide their opinion through a fea of teftimony as 
they were lett in abfointe izaorance of the charzes which were to be adduced, and of the pur- 
poles for which the cvidence was to be eaamined. “This conduct he thought prepofterous to be 
aanitted, and commended for the neceMity of hearing a fpecific charge before the Houfe made any 
“artier advances in their proceedin;. 


N Mor. Nichel!s 
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Mr. Nicholls coincided in this opinion. He apprehended that the Houf had been hitherto 
fomewhat incautious in this bufincfs, as many papers had been «ranted, winch could not poflitly 
be matter of evidence in the accufation, Such were the opinions of the Court ef Diicctors on 
a letter of Mr. Haftings, which, however juft as thcy may xppear, could not certainly Le cem- 
ployed for the purpofe of fuftantiating any charge againit him. 


Mr. Burke faid, that the wifdom, wherefoever found, claimed ail bis admiration; he could 
not zpprove of the /ate wifdom which diétuted the pretent oppolition of the Jearned Gentleman 
oppoiite him [Sir Lloyd Kenyon.] If the Houfe had proceeded uniformly in this bufinefs— 
ir they had granted papers which were irrelevant to the fubject, the admonition fhould have 
been given at the time, and not withheld until it took the appearance of ccnfiie on their paft 
mifconduct. He did not think the comparifon made by the learned Gientlcman to the proceed- 
ings of a Grand Jury, carried with it much of argument. Such a Jury had two faculties; the 
one of finding bills, the other of making prefentments ; in the firft department the charge cer- 
tainly preceded the evidence; but in the fecond, the motion of the pretentment was drawn frem 
the evidence before them ; and the prefent proceeding of the Houfe bore every analogy to the 
latter, whilft it certainly had not the fmalleit refemblance to the former faculty. 


It had always been, he faid, his avowed intention to draw the charge from the evidence which 
fhould be brought, not to fubftantiate a charge by fubfequent evidence, as by the latter condu& 
he would have narrowed the charge, and cramped the procefs he had anderaken, It would 
have feemed a collufion unworthy of the fubject, and particularly unworthy when that Houfe 
was to ftand forward as anaccufer. Hehad already brought fufficient charges ; he had repeat- 
edly dwelt on the peculation, the oppreffion, and the mifconduct that had pervaded the fyftem of 
Adminiftration in India. To this he deemed it now fufficient to add, that the evidence he firft 
-wifhed to call, refpected the tranfaction with the Rajah of Owde. 


The Mafter of the Rolls replied. He infifted very ftrongly on the objections he had made, 
and adverted with much feverity to a tranfaction which had taken place within thefe few days. 
A pamphlet, containing feveral charges, urged with great afperity agzinft Mr. Haftings, had 
been circulated, he faid, with unbecoming induftry, to prejudice the minds ot thofe who were 
fhortly to be the Judges of Mr. Haftings. 


Mr. Fox faid, that as no diftinétion had been made between the written evidence which had 
been given, and oral teftimony, which was now demanded, the arguments in oppofition to it 
had, in his opinion, but little weight. “Ihe Houfe had acceded to the neceffity of the former, 
and it was therefore a contradiction of thcir opinions to object to the introduction of the latter. 
With refpeét to the want of information which had been fuppofed, he could not think the 
charges which were now demanded, were the only fource from which it could be drawn. 
‘The Houfe were at liberty to make a previous enquiry refpecting the purpofe for which 
every evidence was introduced, and to object to the teftimony if it was thought irrelevant or 
improper. 


The Speaker, after a fhort review of the fteps which had been taken, gave it as his 
opinion, that the firft procecding in the Committee fhould be to receive the particulars of the 
charge which was intended to be produced. 


Mr. Fox replied that it could not certainly be the firft proceedings, as the papers were already 
fuppofed to be read pro forme ; and the introduction of the parole evidence was but a continua- 
tion of that tranfaction. It would create an irremediable confufion, he was of opinion, if the 
charge was firit introduced ; as it fhould be made to refer in proof of its circumftances ro the 
evidence before the Houfe, and how then could it be made to refer to that part of the 
written evidence which was not yet produced, aud to parole evidence which had not yet been 
heard. 


‘The Speaker replied that the reading of the papers was merely a formal tranfaétion. They 
had no: yet been read to give colour to a criminal charge, nor could they be read for that pur- 
pofe until the charge was firft produced. 


The Selicitor General arraigned the proceedings as abfurd in the extreme. It was the firft 
inftance, he faid, of an impeachmeht which was not commenced by exhibiting the different 
articles of the charge. To fubitantiate this afiertion he adverted at great length to the cafes of 
Sir Thomas Rumbold, Lord Middlefex, Sir John Denn , Mr. Seymour, Sir William Penn, 
and feveral others ; and concluded with cautioning the Right tionourable Gentleman who ftood 

forward 
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forward as accufer, that he may not fuffer an cxcefs of zeal to lead him beyond the limits of 
p.opriety. 


Mr. Burke vindicated the part he had taken. Ee was not, he faid, the accufer; he might 
be fpokcn of as the mover or the fupporte of the accufation, but it was the Houfe which was 
literally to be the accuter. It was the Houfe that was firit to review the circumftances of the 
guilt, and after thet to bring ferwerd their chre. They were to look to their own digrity, 
and to examine whether the crime was of fuficient magnitude to claim their interference. For 
his part he hud not been wanting in the induttry which was done to the occafion. Two thirds 
of the charges were already prepared, and his fole objection to bringi:ty thefe forward, was, that 
he thought the whole fhould firit be completed. 


On this point of form, whether the charge fhculd precede the evidence or not, a tedious and 
defultory converfation took place. On the part of the affirmative it was contended, that the 
Houfe could not otherwife judge of the neceffity of their interference, nor could know whether 
any part of the evidence was irrelevant to the charges on the contrary. To this it was replied, 
that in the firft place it would be informal, as the charges could not be introduced into the Com- 
mittee; that if brought forward, they muft of neceffity appear mutilated, confufed, and unau- 
thenticated for want ot the tupplatory evidence ; and that they formed no part of the bufinefs 
of the Committee, which was appointed merely for the purpofe of taking thcfe papers into con- 
fideration. The f{peakers on the former part were, Mr. Jenkinfon, Mr. Dundas, Mr. Smith, 
Major Scott, and Mr. Grenville; on the latter, Mr. F ox, Sir Grey Cooper, Mr. Sheridan, 
and Mr. Welbore Ellis. 


Mr. Burke at length finding the fenfe of the Houfe againft him, agreed to give in fuch of 
the charges as were prepared, and the Committee to fit again to-morrow for the purpofe of 
receiving them. 


Adjourned. 








APRIL “thi 


MR. BURKE then rofe, and obferved, that as it appeared to be the opinion of the Com- 
mittee of yeiterday, that his charges againft Mr. Haftings fhould precede the evidence by which 
it was to be fupported ; in deference to their fentiments, though in direé&t contradi€tion to the 
plan he had laid down, and which his beft judgment had preferred, he now came forward with 
fuch of the charges as were in readinefs. 


Of thefe the f#7/? was, the violent and unjuft war, originating folely in motives of lucre, and 
which cnded in the total extirpation of the unoffending natives of the Rbhillas. ' 


The fecond body of charges was founded on the repeated acts of violence, in feizing the ter- 
ritory, and withholding the tribute due to the Mogul, from whom the Company held the 
greateit part of the dominion which they poflefs. 


The third refpected the violation of the rights of the Company’s Ally, the Rajah of 
Benares, and thofe repeated rcvolutions caufed in his government, and which ended in his 
total ruin. 


The furt body of charges exhibited a detail of the repeated acts of violence and oppreMion, 
which had been exercifed againft the reigning family of Owde. 


The fifth was a narrative, which he trufted would appear well authenticated, of the violences 
which had been committed in the Provinces of Harricabad, and the confitcation of no lefs than 
G7 cftates of the Nobility in that dittrict. 


‘thie fixth refpected the abufes which had been countenanced by Mr Fiaftings in the diftribu- 
of iaaries, Contracts, and eftabli{hments in the Province of Bengal. 


Ka 

a” 
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The fi ceuh was founded on ftromg proofs of money privetcly taken by Mr. Tlaftings in op- 
politicn os an uc. of that Houfe, and to the ftrictelt resuiations of wae Cemranry. 
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The eighth was for the purpofe of pointing out the evil confequences of Mr. Haftings’s fraudu- 
lent refignation, and of the retraction by which it was immediately followed. 


In addition to them, Mr. Burke obferved, that there were a number of others refpecting the 
breach of the treaty of Porunder, and feveral other matters, which he pledged himfelf fhould 
be brought forward as foon as poffible. 


He then moved, that thefe papers fhould be printed for the ufe of the members. 


That they fhould be referred to a Committee of the whole Houfe on Wednefday the 26th 
inftant. 


And that the Evidences who had been named, fhould attend the Committee en tha‘ 
aday : 


All which motions were refpectively agreed to. 


Adjourned.! 


From th PUBLIC ADVERTISER of APrRit sth. 


AS the attempt to begin an examination of evidences previous to the exhibition of a charge, 
is perfe€tly new in the hiftory of this country, the motion for the examination of Captain 
eae naturally called up Gentlemen from every fide of the Houfe in oppofition to it, on 

onday night. In addition to our account of the debate, we now give Major Scott’s fpeech, 
which was not contradicted, and will, it is imagined, prove that Mr. Burke himfelf could 
have no idea of carrying his motion, fince he had no fuch motion in comtemplation when he 
‘originally opened his mode of proceeding— 


« Mr. Orde, 


< Ido not rife to take any part in the debate on the form of your proceedings, but merely 
to ftate a fact or two to the:-‘Committee, and if what I fhall mention is not in the recollection 
of gentlemen of all fides of the Houfe who were prefent here three weeks azo, I am perfuaded 
I fhall be contradi&ted.— When first the Right Honourable Gentleman opened to the Houfe his 
mode of proceeding, I objected to it, and earneftly prefled him to produce his charges, and for 
this reafon, that till he did produce them, the gentleman who was to be accufed had no .other 
way of gueffing at the nature of the charges, but by reading a pamphlet publifhed by the Right 
Honourable-Gentleman himfelf above two years ago, and entitled, Mr. Burke’s Speech on 
Mr. Fox’s India Bill, of the 1ft of December, 1783. The Houfe, however, was of opinion, 
that papers fhould firft be called for, and I bowed with fubmiffion to its decifion. 


“< From the 17th of February to this day, I have waited impatiently for the charges, and 
the Committee will correct me if I am wrong; but I declare, that three weeks ago that Right 
Honourable Gentleman did give public notice to this Houfe, that on this day he would produce 
his charges, or refolutions, which were to be the fame as charges, and he added thefe words, 
« I hope the Houfe will think I do not require too long atime by afking for a delay of thrce 
& weeks, when they confider that it is a Government of thirteen years ] am to go through.” I 
appeal to every fide of the Houfe, to confirm what I have faid, or for correction if I am 
wrong. Nota gentleman who has fpoke near me oan but has declared that he ** came de wn 
‘< here in full expectation of the Right Honourable Gentleman’s producing his charges.” I 
proteft folemnly the prefent proceeding is of fuch a nature, that I deemcd it impoffidle for 
any man to countenance it. What, Sir, when the Right Honourable Gentleman js called 
upon to perform a promife made by himfelf, are we to be amufed by a moticn for Captain 
Leonard Jaques to atterd this Committee ; and then by another ridiculous and contemptitie 
motion, that he be examined refpecting a letter he wrote? [Here Major Scott was called to 
order] He added, I beg pardon of the Committee if I have teen diforderly, and I afiure the 
Right Honourable Gentleman I meant not to apply thefe words to him; but what I meant is 
this—we expected to-day the production of fpecific charges ; I contend that the erefent motion 
at fucha moment is perfectly nugatory ; even for the profefied purpote of criminatinsa Bir. 
Haftings is ridigulous—for what does the amended motion ftate, that Captain Leonard J «res 
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fhall be examined inorder to authenticate fome letters he wrote to Mefirs. Middleton and 
Johnfon. Admitting the faé& in its fulleft extent, if thefe letters were of fuch a nature that 
Meffrs. Middleton and Johnfon ought to have fent them to the Governor-General and Council, 
they may be culpable for a negle& of duty; but how is it poffible that fuch an enquiry can 
afe&t Mr. Haftings ? On this account the motion ftrikes me as a ridiculous one, but effen- 


tially more fo, as it was made at the moment the Committee expected the production of {peci- 
fic charges. 


The Right Hon. Gentleman affects to hold in great contempt newfpapers and pamphlets 
— I differ very much in opinion from him, and I affirm that the mode in which he has hi- 
therto proceeded, appears peculiarly and folely calculated for the purpofe of favouring the in- 
fertion of grofs and tcandalous mifreprefentations in the newfpapers, and for the publication of 
falfe and infamous libels in the form of pamphlets—One of thefe I now hold in my hanc—the 
intamy of fuch a proceeding has already been noticed by the Right Honourable and learned 
Gentleman below me [the Matter of the Rolls.] With the permiffion of the Committee, I 
will ftate the fact a little more at large—Mr. Haftings wrote a letter to the Directors on the 21ft 
of February, 1784. Itwas received-in England in September— it is amongft the papers moved 
for, and printed by order of this Houfe—A fhort time ago it was reprinted as a pamphlet, ac- 
companied by the moft malevolent, injurious, and falfe remarks—and, to the fcandal and dif- 
grace of the perfon who did fo infamous an a&, it has been forwarded under blank covers, by 
the penny-poft, to many refpeétable Members of this Houfe; and I have the permiffion of a 
noble Earl, a Member of the other Houfe, to whom it was alfo fent by the penny-poft, to 
mention his name, and the indignation and abhorrence with which he has invariably {poke of 


an act fubverfive of every principle of juftice, and of which no man with a fingle {park of 
honour in his bofom could have been guilty. 


< I am bappy to find that the fentiments of the Noble Lord to whom I have alluded, are 
univerfal, and that men of all parties reprobate this fcandalous and bafe proceeding. I can 
not prove who the author of the pamphlet is ; I wifh I cculd, that I might publifh his infamy 
to the world ; but I mention it now tor the purpofe of imploring the Committee to ftop fuch 
{candalous proceedings in iuture, by infifting upon the Right Honourable Gentleman’s per- 
forming his prom fe, and producing his charges, before they allow a fingle witnefs to be ex- 
amined. I reiv implicitly upon the juftice and honour of the Committee, and I truft the fate 
of the prefent motion will free the gentleman who is to be accufed of crimes which may affec& 


his fortune, and whatis much dearer to him, his honour fromthe difadvantages to which the 
mode of proceeding hitherto adopted, has tubjected him. 


Mr. Burke declared, that though his opinion refpecting the mode of proceedure was totally 
different from that which had been adopted by the Houfe, he would, notwithftanding, bring 
forward hts charve.—He then proceeded to ftate nine of them, which were fo very long that 
we cannot accurately ftate, and are therefore unwilling toenter into. He then moved, that thefe 
refpective char es fhould be printed for the ufe of the Members :—that they fhould be referred 
to a Committee of the whole Houfe on Wednefday the 26th inftant, and that the witneffes 
fhould attend the Committee on that day. The motions were agreed to. Before he fat down, 
Le gave notice of feveral other articles of impeachment, which he faid would be produced as 
foon as p-ffible. He relied, he faid, upon the juftice and humanity of the. Houfe, and hoped 


that they would fupport him againft the powerful oppofition which he knew he muft neceflarily 
encounter, 


Adjourned, 
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ARTICLES of CHARGE of HIGH CRIMES and MISDE- 
MEANORS, againft Warren Hastines, Efquire, late Go- 
vernor-General of Bengal; prefented to the Houfe of Com- 
mons upon the 4th Day of April, 1786. 


( No. 1.) 
Tue ROHILLA WAR. 


i HAT the Court of Direétors of the Eaft-India Company, from a juft fenfe of the danger 

and odium incident to the extenfion of their cenquefts in the Eaft-Indies, and from an 
experience of the diforders and corrupt practices which intrigues and negociations to bring 
about révolutions among the country powers had produced, did pofitively and repeatedly direct 
their fervants in Bengal not to engage in any offenfive war whatfoever :—T hat the faid Court 
laid itdown as an invariable maxim, which ought ever to be maintained, that they were to avoid 
taking part in the political fchemes of any of the country Princes; and did, in particular, order and 
dire&t that they fhould not engage with a certain Prince called Sujah ul Dowla, Nabob of 
Owde, and Vizier of the empire, in any operations, beyond certain limits in the faid orders 
{pecially defcribed. i 


That Warren Haftings, Efquire, then Governor of Fort William in Bengal, did, with 
other Members of the Council, declare his clear underftandinz of the true intent and meaning 
‘of the faid pofitive and repeated orders and injunétions ;—did exprefs to the Court of Directors 
his approbation of the policy thereof ;—did declare, that he adopted the fame with fincerity and 
Satisfaction, and that he was too well aware of the ruinous tendency of all fchemes of ecngucft, ever to; 
adopt them, :or ever to depart from the .abfolute line of Sef. defence, unlefs impedled to it by the moft ob- 
vious neceffity ;—did fignify to the Nabob of Owde the {iaid orders, and his obligation to yield. 
punétual obedience thereto ; and did folemnly engage and promife to the Court of Direétors, 
‘with the xnanimous concurrence of the whole Council. ** That no objeét or confideration fhould 
<t either tempt or compel him to pafs the political line, which they (the Directors) had laid 
c down for his operations with the Vizier ;”? affuring the Courtof Directors, that he ‘* {carce 
‘© faw a pofflible advantage, which could compenfate the hazard and expence to be incurred by 
« a contrary conduét :”——T hat he did frequently repeat the fame declarations, or declarations 
to the fame effeét, particularly in a letter tothe Nabob himfelf, of the 22d of November, 1773, 
jn the following words : ** The commands of my fuperiors are, as I have repeatedly informed 
& you, peremptory, that I fhall not fuffer their arms to be carried beyond the line of their 
sc own boundaries, and thofe of your Excellency their ally.”’ 


That the faid Warren Haftings, in dire& contradiction to the faid orders, and to his own 
fenfe of their propriety and coercive authority, and in breach of his exprefs promifes and en- 
agements, did, in September 1773, enter into a private engagement with the faid Nabob of 
wde, who was the fpecial objeét of the prohibition, to furnifh him, for a ftipulated fum of 
money, to be paid to the Eait-India Company, with a body of troops, for the declared pu: pofe 
of ** thoroughly extirpating the nation of the Rohillas ;”——a nation, from whom the Company 
Rad never received, or pretended toreceive,or apprehend, any injury whatfoever ; whofe coun- 
try, in the month of February, 1773, by an unanimous refolution of the faid Warren Hatftings 
and his Council, was included in the line of defence againft the Mahrattas, and from whom the 
Nabob never complained of an aggreffion or act of hoftility, nor pretendcd a diftinét caufe of 


quarrel, other than the non-payment of a {fum of money in difpute between him and that 
people, 


‘That fuppofing the fum of money in queflion to have been ftri&ly due to the faid Nabob, by 
virtue of any engagement between him and the Rohilla Chiefs, the Eaft-India Company, or 
their reprefentatives, were not parties to that engagement, or guarantces thereof, nor bound by 
any obligation whatever to enforce the execution of it. 


Ch ‘That, 
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That, previous to the faid Warren Haftings’s entering into the agreement or bargain afore- 
faid, to extirpate the faid nation, he did not make, or caufe to be made, a due enquiry into 
the validity of the fole pretext ufed by the faid Nabob; nor did he give notice of the faid 
claims of debt to the nation of the Rohillas, in order to receive an explanation on their part 


of the matter in litigation, nor did he offer any mediation, nor propofe, nor afford an oppor- 


tunity of propofing, an agreement or fubmiffion, by which the calamities of war: might be 
avoided; as, by the high ftate in which the Eaft-India Company ftood as a fovereign power in 
the Eaft, and the honour and character it ought to maintain, as well as by the principles of 
equity and humanity, and by the true and obvious policy of uniting the power of the Maho- 
metan Princes againft the Mahrattas, he was bound to do :-— That, inftead of fuch previous en- 
quiry, or tender of good offices, the faid Warren Haftings did ftimulate the ambition and fe- 
rocity of the Nabobof Owde tothe full completion of the inhuman end of the faid unjuíti fiable ` 
enterprife, by informing him, ‘* that it would be abfolutely neceffary to perfevere in it unti it 
** fhould be accomplifhed ;? pretending, that a fear of the Company’s difpleafure was his mo- 
tive for annexing the accomplifhment of the enterprize as a condition of his affiftance, and af- 
ferting ** that he could not hazard or anfwer for the difpleafure of the Company, his mafters, 
s< if they fhould find themfelves involved ina fruitl/s war, or in an expence for profecuting 
“© it; ”—a pretence, tending tothe high difhonour of the Eait-India Company, as if the gain 
to be acquired was to reconcile that body to the breach of their own orders, prohibiting all 
fuch enterprifes. And in order further to involve the faid Nabob beyond the power of retreat- 
ing, he did, in the courfe of the proceeding, purpofely put the faid Nabob under difficulties in 
care he fhould decline that war, and did oblige him to accept even the permiffion to relinguifh 
the execution of this unjuft proje&t as a favour, and to make sp, ideal Ao it; thereby adling as 
if the Company were principals in the hoftility; and employing for this purpofe much double 
dealing, and divers unworthy artifices, to entangle and perplex the faid Nabob, but by means 
of which he found himfelf (as he has entered it on record) hampered, and embarraffed in a par- 
ticular manner. 


That the faid compa& for offenfive alliance in favour of a great Prince, againft a confiderable 
nation, was not carried on by projects and counter-proje&ts in writing; nor were the articles 
and conditions thereof formed, into any regular written inftrument, figned and fealed by the 
parties ; but the whole (both the negociation and the compact of offenfive alliance againft the 
Rohillas) was a mere verbal engagement, the purport and conventions whereof no where ap- 

eared, except in fubfequent correfpondence, in which certain of the articles, as they were 

ated by the feveral parties, did materially differ ;—a proceeding new and unprecedented, and 
direétly leading to mutual mifconftru€tion, evafion, and ill faith, and tending to encourage 
and protect every fpecies of corrupt, clandeftine practice :— That, at the time when this pri- 
vate verbal agreement was made by the faid Warren Haftings with the Nabob of Owde, a pub- 
lic oftenfible treaty was concluded by him with the faid Nabob, in which there is no mention 
whatever of fuch agreement, or reference whatever to it; in defence of which omiffion, it is 
afferted by the faid Warren Haftings, that the multiplication of treaties weakens their e cacy, and 
therefore they fhould be referved only for very important and permanent obligations ; notwithftanding 
he had previoufly declared to the faid Nabob, ‘* that the points, which he had propofed, req 
‘t quired much confideration, and the previous ratification of a formal agreement before he 
** could confent to them.” — That the whole of the faid verbal agreement with the Nabob of 
Owde in his own perfon, without any affiftance on his part, was carried on and concluded by 
the faid Warren Haftings alone, without any perfon who might witnefs the fame; without the 
intervention even of an interpreter, though he confeffes that he fpoke the Indoftan language im- 
perfectly, and although he had with him at that time and place feveral perfons high in the Com- 
pany’s fervice and confidence; namely, the Commander in Chief of their forces, two Mem- 
bers of their Council, and the Secretary to the Council, who were not’ otherwife acquainted 
with the proceedings between him and the faid Nabob, than by fuch communications as he 
thought fit to make to them. 


‘That the obje& avowed by the faid Warren Haftings, and the motives urged by him, for 
employing the Britifh arms in the utter extirpation of the Rohilla nation, are ftated by himfelf 
in the following’terms: ‘* The acquifition of forty lacks of rupees to the Company, and of fo 
** much fpecie added to the exhaufted currency of, our provinces ;—that it would give wealth 
% to the Nabob of Owde, of which we fhould participate ;—that the faid Warren Haftings 
“<< fhould always be ready to profefs that he did reckon the probable acquifition of wealth among 
* his reafons for taking up arms againft his neighbours ;—that it would eafe the Company of a 
“* confiderable part of their military expence, and preferve their troops from inaction and re- 
<< laxation of difcipline ;—that the weak ftate of the Rohillas promifed an eafy congucft of 
* them; and, finally, that fuch was his idea of the Company’s diftrefs at home, added to 
*¢ his knowledge of their wants abroad, that he fhould have been glad of any occafion to ecm- 
=< ploy their forces, which faved fo much of their pay and expences.” 

That, 
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That, in the private verbal agreement aforefaid for offenfive war, the faid Warren Hauftines 
did tranfgrefs the bounds of the authority given him by his inftruétions from the Council of 
Fort William, which had limited his powers to fuch compacts ** as were confiltent with the 
‘¢ fpirit of the Company’s orders ;”° which Council he afterwards perfuaded, and with dif- 
ficulty drew into an acquiefcence in what he had done. 


That the agreement, to the effect aforefaid, was fettled in the faid fecret conferences, before 
the roth of September 1773; but the faid Warren Haftings, concealing from the Court of Di- 
re€tors a matter of which it was his duty to afford them the earlieft and fulleft information, did, 
on the faid roth of September 1773, write to the Directors, and difpatched his letter over land, 
giving them an account of the Public Treaty, but taking not the leaft notice of his agreement 
for a mercenary war againft the nation of the Rohillas. 


‘That, in order to corceal the true purport of the faid clandeftine agreement the more effec- 
tually, and until he fhould find means of gaining over the reft of the Council to a concurrence 
in his difabedience of orders, he entered a minute in the Council Books, giving a falfe account 
of the tranfa&tion ; in which Minute he reprefented, that the Nabob had indeed propofed the 
defign aforefaid, and that he (the faid Warren Haftings) was pleafed that he urged the /cheme of 
this expedition no further; when, in reality and truth, he had abfolutely confented tothe faid en- 
terprize, and had engaged to affift him im it (which he afterwards admitted) and confefled that 
he did act in confequence of the fame. 


‘That the faid Warrer Haftings and his Council were fenfible of the true nature of the enter- 
pfize in which they had engaged thé Company’s arms, and of the heavy refponfibility to which 
it would fubject himfelf and the Council, ** the perfonal hazard they, the Council, run, in 
< undertaking fo uncommon a meature, without pofitive inftructions, at their own rifk, with 
“<< the eyes of the whole nation on the affairs of the Company, and the paffions and pre- 
<< judices of almoft every man in Eng'and inflamed againft the conduct of the Company 
s and the. character of its fervants;’—yet they engaged in the very practice, which had 
brought fuch odium on the Company, and on the character of its fervants, though they 
further fay, that they had continually pefore their eyes, the dread of forfeiting the fa- 
vour, of their employers, and becoming the ‘* objects of popuar invcétiv-s.” ‘The faid 
Warren’ -Haftings himfelf fays, at the very time when he prepofed the meafure, I muft 
“© confefs, I entertain fome doubts as to its expediency at this time, from the circum- 
<< ffances of the-Cumpanry at home, expofed to popular clamour, and all its meafures liable to be 
œ ¢anvaffed in Parliament; their charter drawing to a clofe, and his Maujefty’s Minrfters un- 
< queftionably ready to take advantage of every unfavourable circumftance in the negociations 
<c of its renewal.” All thefe confidcrations did not prevent the faid Warren Haftings from making 
and carrying into execution the faid mercenary agreement for a fum of money, the payment of 
which, the Nabob endeavoured to evade on a couftruction of the yerbal treaty ; and was fo far 
from being infifted on, as it ought to have been, by the faid Warren Haftings, that when, after 
the completion of the fervice, the Commander in Chief was directed to make a demand of the 
money, the Agent of the faid Warren Haittings at the faid time affured the Nabob, ‘- that the 
<¢ demand was nothing more than matter of form, common, and even neceflary in all public 
< tranfactions ; and that, although the Board coifidered the claim of the Government literally 
€ due, it was not the intention of adminittration to prefcribe to his excellency the m-de, or ever 
«< Jimits of payment.” Nor was any part of the money recovered until the eftabl.f(imecnt of the 
Governor General and Council by A&t of Parliament, and their determination to withdraw the 
brigade from the Nabcb’s fervice: the refident at his Court, appointed by the faid Warren 
Fizftings, having written that he had cxperienced much duplicity and deceit in mofi of his tranfa&ions with 
his Excellency; and the faid Nabob and his fucceffors falling back in other payments in the fame 
or greater proportion, as he advanced in the payment of this debt; the confideration of lucre 
to the Company, the declared motive tothis fhameful tranfaction, totally failed, and no money 
in effeét and fubftance (as far as by account to be depended on appears) have been obtained. 


"That the faid Nabob of Owde did, in confequence of the faid agreement, and with the afift- 
ance of Britifh troops, which were ordered to march, and fubjected to his difpcefal by the faid 
Warren Haftings and the Council, unjuftly enter into and invade the country of the Rohillas, 
and did there make war‘in a’barbarous and inhuman manner, ‘* by an abufe of victory ;” by the 
“« unneceffary deftruction of the country ;” “** by a wanton difplay of violence and oppreffion, of 
< inhumanity and cruelty;’’ and t+ by the fudden expulfion and cafting down of an whole race 
& -of people, to whom the fligheft benevolence was denied.” When prayer was made not to 
difhonour the Begum (a Princefs of great rank, whofe hufband had been killed in battle) and 
other women, by dragging them about the country, to be loaded with the {coffs of the Nabch’s rabble, 
and otherwife fill worfe ujed; ihe Nabob refufed to liften to the intreaties of a Britifh Com- 
mander in Chief in their favour: and the faid women of high rank were expofed not only tothe 
vileít, perfonal indignities, but evento abfolute want; and thefe tranfactions being by Colonel 

Champion 
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Champion communicated tothe faid Warren Haftings, inftead of commendations for his intel- 
ligence, an:ierders to redreis the faid evils, and to prevent the like in future, by means which 
woe fug eled, and which appear to have been proper and feafible, he received a reprimand 
from the iard Warren Hastin:s, who declared that we had no authority to controul the conduét 
ofthe Vizier in the treatm nt «f bis fubjects : and that Colonel Champion defifted from mak ng 
further repreientations onints fubject to the faid Warren IfJaftings, being aporehenfive of having 
already run fome ritque oi- d foh ailing, by perhaps a tco free communication of fentiments.— 
Thatin confequence of the fart pressed rg- not only the eminent familics of the chiefs of the 
Rohilla nation were cither cut off ers banished, and their wives and offspring reduced to utter 
ru.n, but the country iuvit, neretoiore didinyuifhed above all others for the extent of its culti- 
vanion, as ageraen, not having cre /pot in it of uncultivated ground, and from being in the moft 
fourt{hing flate that a country coud be, was, by the inhuman mode of carrying on the war, and 
the ill government during the ecoufequent ufurpation, reduced to a ftate of great decay and de- 
populauon, in whicn it itilliemains. | 


That the Eaft-India Compzny, having had reafon to conceive that, for the purpofe of con- 
cealing corrupt trantactions, their fervants in India had made unfair, mutilated, and garbled 
communicatuons of correfpondence, and fOmetimes had wholly withheld the fame, made an 
order in their letter of the 23d of March 1770, in the following tenor :—** The Governor fingly 
< fhall corretp »nd with the country. powers; but a// letters, before they fhall be by him fent, 
< muft be communicated to the other Members of the felest Committee, and receive their ap- 
€ probation; and alfo a'l letters whatfoever which may be received by the Governor, in anfwer 
€< to or in courfe of correfpondence, fhall likewife be laid before the faid Seleét Committee, 
«c for their information and confideration.’”’ And that in their inftru€tions to their Governor Ge- 


neral and Council, dated 30th of March 1774, they did repeat their orders to the fame purpofe and 


‘That the faid Warren [i.flines did not obey, as in duty he was bound to do, the faid ftanding: 
orders; nor did communicate a!l his correfpondence with Mr. Middleton, the Company’s agent 
at the Court of theSoubah of Owde, or with Colonel Champion, the Commander in Chief of the 
the Company’s forces in the Rohilla war, to the Seleét Committee : And when afterwards, that ts 
to fay, on the 25th of October 1774, he was required by the majority of the Council appointed 
by the Act of Parliament of 1773, whofe opinion was by the faid act dire&ied to be taken as the 
“ict of the whole Council, to produce al? his corref{pondence with Mr. Middlcton and Colonel 
Champion, tor the direétion of their future proceedings, relative to the obfcure, intricate, and 
critical tranfaction afwrefaid, he did pofitively and pertinacioufly refufe to dcliver any othér than 
fuch parts of tne faid correfpondence as he thought convenient; covering his faid illegal refural 
under pencral vague pretences of fecrecy, and danger from the communication; although the 
faid order and inttruction of the Court of Directors above-mentioned was-urged to him, and 
although it was reprefented to him by the faid Council, that they, as well as he, were bound 
by an oath of fecreey: Which refufal to obey the orders of the Court of Direétors (orders 
{pecially and on weighty grounds ot experience pointed to cafes of this ve:y nature) gave rife 


to much jealoufy, and excited great fufpicions relative to'the motives and grounds on which the 
Rohilla war had been undertaken. 


That the faid Warren Haftines, in the grounds alledged in his juftificatien, of his refufal to 
commun'‘cate toh s colleagues in the tuperior Council, his correfpondence with Mr. Mlidd'cton, 
the Conipany’s refidsnt at Owde, was guiliv of a new offence; arrogating to himfclf anprece- 
dented and dangerous powers, on principles utterly fubverfive of all order and difcirt:ine in ter- 
vice, and introdvétory to corrupt confederacies ond ditubedicnce among the Company’s fervanis ; 
tne faid Warren Harings infitting, that Mr. Middleton, the Con-par e's covenanred firvant, ihe 
Publi: Refident for tranfa@ting the Company's stairs atthe Cour: of the Soubah of Owde, end as 
fuch receiving from the Company a falary for bis tervice, was no other inan the e%xial agent of 
him the faid Warren Hailings, and that, being fuch, he was not obliged to communicate 
his correfpondence. 


‘That the Court of Dire&tors, and afterwards a peneral Court of the Propricters of the Eaft- 
India C.-mpany, although the latter thewed tavourab!le difpofitions towards the faid Warren 
Huftings, and exprefied (but without . flizning any ground or reafon) the higneft opinion of his fer- 
vices and integrity, did unanimoufly condemn (arong with hiscondudét relativetothe Rohillatreaty 
and war) his r.ufal to communicate bis whole correlfpondence with Mr. Middieton to the Superior 
Council; yet the faid Warren Hattires, in defiance of the opinion of the Directors, and the 
unanimous opinion of the general Court of the kad Eaft-India Company, as well as the prece- 
dent p fi-ive orders ofthe ~ourtei Durcétors, and the :njunctious of an Act of Parliament, has, 
from that time to the prefent, never meade any communication of the whole of his correfpendence 
to the Csovernor General and Councii, orto the Court of Directors. 

i > No. II. ATOGUL's 
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(No. II.) 


MOGUL’s TRIBUTE, and Sale of CORAH and ALLAHABAD. 


HAT, in a folemn Treaty of Peace, concluded the 16th of Auguft, 1765, between the 

Eaft India Company and the late Nabob of Owde, Sujah uJ Dowla, and highly approved 

ef, confirmed, and ratified by the faid Company, it is agreed, ** That the King Shaw Allum 
«c fhal] remain in full poficiiion of Corah, and iuch part of the Province of Allahabad as he now 
< poficti-s, which are ceded to his Majcity as a Royal Demefne, for the fupport of his dignity 
< and expenccs.’’—'T hat, in a feparate agreement, concluded at the fame time, between the Kinz 
Shaw Alium and the then Subadar of Bengal, under the immediate wees and guaranty ot 
the Englifh Company, the faith of the Company was pledged to the faid King for the annual 
payment of twenry-fix lack of rupees, for his fupport, out of the revenues of Bengal; and 
that the faid Company did then receive from the faid King a grant of the Dewanny of the 
provinces of Bengal, Bice. and Oriffla, on the exprefs condition of their being fecurity for 
the annual payments abovementioned ;—T hat the Eaft India Company have held, and continue 
to hold the Dewanny fo granted, and, for fome years, have complied with the conditions, on 
which they accepted of the grant thereof; and have at all times acknowledged that they held 
the Dewanny in virtue of the Mogul’s grants.—That the faid Court of Directors, in their letter 
of the 30th June, 1769, to Bengal, declared, ** that they efteemed themfelves bound by treaty 
<< to protect the King’s perfon, and to fecure him the poficffion of the Corah and Allahabad 
<< diftricts ;”” and, fuppofing an Agreement fhould be made, refpeéting thefe Provinces, between 
the King and Sujah ul Dowla, the Dire&tors then faid, <* that they fhould be fubject to no further 
<< claim or requifition from the King, excepting for the ftipulated Tribute for Bengal, which 


<< they (the Governor and Council) were to pay to his agent, or remit to him in fuch manner as 
< he might dire&t.”” 


‘That, in the year 1772, the King Shaw Allum, who had hitherto refided at Allahabad, truft- 
ing to engagements which he had entered into with the Mahrattas, quitted that place and 
removed to Delhi ; but, having foon quarrelled with thofe people, and afterwards being taken 
prifoner, had been treated by them with very great difrefpeét and cruelty :— That, among other 
inftances of their abufe of thcir immediate power over him, the Governor and Council of Ben- 
gal, in their letter of the 16th of Auguft, 1773, inform the Court of Direétors, that he had 
been compelled, while a prifoner in their hands, to grant funnuds fir the furrender of Corab and 
Allahabad to them ; and it appears, from fundry other minutes of their own, that the faid Governor 
and Council did at al] times confider the furrender abovementioned as extorted from the King, 
and unquestionably an aét of violence, which could not alienate, or impair his right to thofe Pro- 
vinces; and that, when they took poffeffion thereof, it was at the requeft of the King’s Naib, 
or Viceroy, who put them under the Council’s proteGiox ; that, on this footing they were ac- 
cepted by the faid Warren Haftings and his Council, and for fome time confidered by them as 
a depofit committed to their care by a Prince, to whom the poffeffion thereof was particularly 
guarantied by the Eaft India Company.--In their letter of the 1ft of March, 1773, they (the faid 
W arren Haitings and his Council) fay, ** Inno fhape can this compulfatory cefiion by theKing re- 
< leate us from the obligation we are under to defend the Provinces, which we have fo particu- 
& larly guarantied to him.” But it appears that they foon adopted other ideas, and affumed other 
principles concerning this object. In the inftructions, dated 23d of June, 1773, which the 
Council of Fort William gave to the faid Warren Haftings, previous to his interview with the 
Nabob Sujah ul Dowla at Benares, they fay, that, ** while the King continued at Delhi, whither 
< he proceeded in oppofition to their moft {ftrenuous remonitrances, they fhould certainly con- 
“<< fider the engagements between him and the Company as diffolved, by his alienation from 
‘<< them and their intereft ;—that the poflefiion of fo remote a country could never be cxpcéted 
< to yield any profit to the Company, and the defence of it muft require a perpetual aid of 
s“ their forces;’’ yet, in the fame inftructions, they declare their opinion, that, ** if the King 
«c fhould make overtures to renew his former connection, *is right to reclaim the diftriéts of 
Corah and Allahabad could not with propriety be difputed ;’? and they authorize the faid WVarren Haft- 
ings to reftore them to him, on condition that he fhould renounce his claim to the annual tribute of 
twenty—fix lack of rupees, herein before mentioned, and to the arrears which might be due ;—there- 
by acknowledging the juftice of a claim, which they determined not to comply with, but in 
return for the furrender of another equally valid :— That, neverthetefs, in the treaty conciuded 
by the faid Warren Haftings with Sujah ul Dowla, on the 7th of September, 1773, it is afierte!, 
that his Majcfty [meaning the King Shaw Allum] ‘** having abandoncd the diitricts of Corah 
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« and Allahabad, and given a funnud for Corah and Currah to the Mahrattas, had thereby for» 
«c feited his right to the faid diftricts ;”? although it was well known to the faid Warren Haft- 
ings, and had been fo ftated by him to the Court of Direétors, that this furrender, on the part 
of the King, had been extorted from him by violence, while he was a prifoner in the hands of 
the Mahrattas ; and although it was equally well known to the faid Warren Haftings, that there 
was nothing in the original treaty of 1765, which could reftrain the King from changing the 
place of his refidence, confequently that his removal to Delhi could not occafion a forfciture of 
his right to the Piovinces fecured to him by that treaty. 


That the faid Warren Haftings, in the report which he made of his interview and negocia- 
tions with Sujah ul Dowla, dated 4th of October, 1773, deciared ** that the Adminiftration 
<< would have been culpable, in the higheft degree, in retaining pofleffion of Corah and Allaha- 
< bad for any other purporfe than that of making an advantage by the difpofal of them,” and 
therefore he had ceded them to the Vizier for fifty lack of rupees; a meafure for which 
he had no authority whatever from the King Shaw Allum, and in the execution of which no 
referve whatever was made in favour of the rights of that Prince, nor any care taken of his 
interefts. 


That, the fale of thefe Provinces to Sujah ul Dewla involved the Eaft India Company ina 
triple breach of juftice, fince, by the fame Act, they violated a treaty, they fold the property 
of another, and they alienated a depofit committed to their friendfhip and good faith, and as 
fuch accepted by them :—T hat a meafure of this nagure is not to be defended on motives of 
policy and convenience, fuppofing fuch motives to have exiited, without a total lofs of public 
honour, and fhaking all fecurity in the faith of treaties ; but that, in reality, the pretences 
urged by the faid Warren Haftings, for felling the King’s Country to Sujah ul Dowla, were 
falfe and invalid.—It could not ftrengthen our alliance with Sujah ul Dowla, fince, paying a 
price for a purchafe, he received no favour, and incurred no obligation. It did not free the 
Company from all the dangers attending either a remote property or a remote connexion; fince, 
the moment the country in queftion became part of Sujah ul Dowla’s dominions, it was includ- 
ed in the Company’s former guaranty of thofe dominions, and in cafe of invafion, the Com- 
pany were obliged to fend part of their army to defend it, at the requifition of the faid Sujah 
ul Dowla: And if the remote fituation of thofe Provinces made the defence of them difficult 
and dangerous, much more was it a difficilt and dangerous enterprize to engage the Company’s 
force in an attack and invafion of the Rohillas, whofe country lay at a much greater diftance 
from the Company’s frontier; which, neverthelefs, the fatd Warren Haftings agreed to, and 
undertook at the very time’when, under pretence of the difficulty of defending Corah and Allaha- 
bad, he fold thofe Provinces to Sujah ul Dowla. I+ did not relieve the Company from the 
expence of defending the country, fince the revenues thereof far exceeded the fubfidy to be paid by 
Sujah ul Dowla, and thefe revenues juftly belonged to the Company as long as the country con- 
tinued under their protection, and would have anfwered the expence of defending it.—Finally, 
that the fum of fifty lack of rupees, ftipulated with the faid Sujah ul Dowla, were inadequate 
to the value of the country, the annual revenues of which were itated at twenty-five lack ot 
rupees, which General Sir Robert Barker, then Commander in Chief of the Company’s forces, 
afirms, was certain, and too generally known to admit of a doubt. 


That the King Shaw Allum received, for fome years, the annual tribute of twenty-fix lack 
of rupees abovementioned, and was entitled to continue to'receive it, by virtue of an engage- 
ment deliberately, and for an adequate contideration, entered into with him by the Company’s 
fervants, and approved of and ratified by the Company themfelves ;—that this engagement was 
abfolute and unconditional, and did neither exprefs, nor fuppofe, any cafe, in which the faid 
King fhould forfeit, or the Company fhould have a right to refume, the tribute;—that, never- 
theleis, the fud Warren Haftings and his Council, immediately after felling the King’s Country 
to Sujah ul Dowla, refolved to withhold, and actually withheld, the payment of the faid tribute, 
of which the King Shaw Allum has ncver fince received any part ;—that this refolution of the 
Council is not juftified, even by themfelves, on principles of right and juftice, but by argu- 
ments of policy and convenience, by which the beft-founded claims of right and juftice may at 
all times be fet afide and defeated. ‘** T hey judged it highly impolitic and unfafe to anfwer the 
‘<< drafts of the King until they were fatisficd of his amicable intentions, and thofe of his new 
s Alhes.’’ But neither had they any reafon to qucition the King’s amicable intentions, nor 
was he pledged to anfwer for thofe of the Mnhrattas; his trufting ‘to the good faith of that 
people, and relying on thcir aihiftance, to reinftate him in the pofleffion of his Capital, might 
have been imprudent and impolitic ; but thefe meafures, however ruinous to himfelf, indicatcd 
nə enmity to the Englifh, nor were they productive of any effects injurious to the Enolifh in- 
teiclts. And it is plain, that the faid Warren Haftings and his Council were perfectly awaite 
that thcir motives or pretences for withholding the tribute were too weak to juftify their conduct, 
having principally iniifted on the reduced ftate of their Treafury, which, as they (aid, rendered 
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it impradticable tə comply with thife payments. The right of a creditor does not depend on the 
circumittances of the debtor; on the contrary, the pica of inability includes a virtual ace 
know:iedgement of the debt, fince, if the creditor’s right were denied, the plea would be 
fuperfluous. 


‘That the Eaft India Company, having on their part violated the engagements, and renounced 
the conditions, on which they received and have hitherto held and enjo.ed, th: Dew. nny of 
Bengal, Bahar, and Oriffa, from the King Shaw Allum, hive theret-y forteited aii right und 
title to the faid Dewanny, arifing from the iaid grant, and tht it is free and open to the fid 
King to refume fuch grant; and to iransfer it to any o'her Prince or State :—T hit, noiwith- 
itanding any diftrefs or weaknef=, to which he may be aétualiy reduced, his lawful authority, 
as fovereign of the Mogul Empire, is {till acknowtedzed in Indiz, and that his grant of the 
Dewanny would fufficiently authorize, and materially affift any Prince or State that might at- 
tempt to difpoflefs the Eaft India Company thereof, fince it woul! convey a right, which could 
not be difputed, and to which nothing but force could be oppofed. Nor can thefe opinions be 
more ftrongly exprefled, than they hive been lately by the faid Warren Haftings himfelf, ho, 
in a minute recorded the 1ft of December, 1784, has declared that, ‘* fallen as the Houfe of 
‘<¢ ‘Timur is, it is yet the relick of the moft illuftrious line of the Eaftern world ;—that its 
<c fovereignty is univerfally acknowledged, though the fubftance of it no Jon er exifts.; and that 
'&¢ the Company itfelf derives its conftitutional dominion from its oftenfible bounty.’’ 


‘That the faid Warren Haftings, by his declaration, has renounced and condemned the prin- 
‘ciples on which he avowedly acted towards the Mogul in the year 1773, when he denied that 
the funnuds or grants of the Mogul, if they were in the hands of another nation, would avail 
them any thing; and when he declared, ‘“* that the fword, which gave us the dominion of 
<< Bengal, muft be the inftrument of its prefervation, and that, if it fhould ever ceafe to be 
“* ours, the next proprietor would derive his right and poffeffion from the fame natural charter.” 
‘That the faid Warren Haftings, to anfwer any immediate purpofe, adopts any principle of 
policy, however falfe or dangerous, without any regard to former declarations made, or to prin- 
ciples avowed on other occafions by himfelf; and particularly that, in his conduét to Shaw 
Allum, he firft maintained, that the grants of that Prince were of no avail, that- we held the 
‘dominion of Bengal by the fword, which he has falfely declared the fource of right, and 
‘the natural charter of dominion; whereas,” at a later period, he has declared, that the 
‘fovereignty of the family of Shaw Allum is univerfally acknowledged, and that the Company 
atfelf derives its con{titutional dominion of their oftenfible bounty. 





(No. 3.) 
The THREE REVOLUTIONS of BENARES. 
P AR T I. 


Rights and Titles of the RAJAH of BENARES. 


i. 


AAT the territory of Benares is a fruitful, and has been, not long fince, an orderlv, well 

.cultivated, and improved Province; of great extent; and its capital city, as Warren 
Haitinys, Eiq- has informed the Court of Direttors im his letter of the 21{t of November 1781, 
«© is highly revered by the natives,of the Hindû pe:{vafion ; fo that many, who have acquired 
<c independent fortunes, retire to clofe their days in a place fo eminently diftinguifhed for its 
“© fanétity :”’ and he further acquaints the Directors, ** that it may rather be confidered as the 
<< feat of the Hindd Religion, than as the capital of a Province. But asits inhabitants are not 
t“ compofed of Hindis only, the former wealth which flowed into it from the offerings of Pil- 
& grims, as well as from the tranfactions of exchanye, for which its central fituation is adapted, 
“c has attracted. numbers of Mahomedans, who ftill continue to refide in it with their familics.”’ 
And thefe circumftances of the city of Benares, which not only attracted the attention of all the 
different defcriptions of men who inhabit Indoftan, but interefted them warmly in whatever it 
might fuffer, did, in a peculiar manner, require that the Governor General ind Council of Cal- 
-cutta fhould conduét themfelves with regard to its rulers and inhabitants, when it’ became 
dependant on the Company, on the moft diftinguifhed principles of good faith, equity, modcia- 
tion and mildnefs. lI. That 


C s7 2 
it 


That the Rajah Bulwant Sing, late Prince or Zemindar of the Province aforefaid, was a 
great Lord of the Mogul Empire, dependant onthe fame, through the Vizier of the Empire, 
the late Sujuah ul Dowlah, Nuabob of Owde; and the faid Bulwant Sing, in the commence- 
ment of the Englhfh power, did attach himfelf to the caufe of the Englifh Company ; and the 
Court of Direétors of the taid Company did acknowledge, in their letter of the 26th of May 
1768, that ** Bulwant Sing’s joining us, at the time he did, was of fignal fervice, and the flipu- 
<* lation in his favour was what he was juftly entitled to”:—and they did commend 4‘ the care 
< that had been taken (by the then Prefidency) of thofe that had fhewn their attachment to 
< them (the Company) during the war ;” and they did finally exprefs their hope and expectation 
in the words following, ‘* ‘Che moderation and attention paid to thofe who have efpoufed our 
<< interefts in this war, will reffore our reputation in Hindoftan, and that the Indian Powers 
s will be convinced NO breach of treaty will ever have our fanétion.”’ 


Bids 


That the Rajah Bulwant Sing died on the 23d of Auguft, 1770, and his fon, Cheit Sing, 
fucceeding to his rights and pretenfions, the Prefidency of Calcutta (John Cartier, Efquire 
being then Prefident) did inftruét Captain Gabriel Harper to procure a confirmation of the fuc- 
ccffion to his fon Cheit Sing, ‘* as it was of the utmoft political import to the Company’s affairs ; 
s and that the young man ought not to confider the price to be paid to fatisfy the Vizier’s jea- 
<c loufy and avarice.’ And they did further declare as follows: ‘* The ftrong and inviolable 
€ attachment which fubfifted betwixt the Company and the Father, makes us moft readily in- 
€ tcerpofe our good offices for the Son.’’ And the young Rajah aforefaid having agreed, under 
the mediation of Captain Harper, to pay near Two Hundred Thoufand Pounds as a Gift to 
the faid Vizier, and to increafe his Tribute by near Thirty Thoufand Pounds annually, a 
Deed of Confirmation was paffed by the faid Vizier to the faid Rajah, and his Heirs, by which 
he became a Purchafer for valuable Confiderations of his Right and Inheritance in the Zemin- 
dary aforefaid. In confequeuce of this grant, fo by him purchafed, the Rajah was folemnly | 
invefted with the government in the City of Benares, ‘*-amidft the acclamations of a numerous 
< people, and to the great fatisfaCtion of all parties.” And the faid Harper, in his letter of the 
Sth of October, 1770, giving an account of the inveftiture aforefaid, did exprefs himfelf in 
thefe words: ‘* I will leave the young Rajah, and others, to acquaint you how I have con- 
<< dudéted myfelf: Only thus much let me fay, that I have kept a {trict eye not to diminifh our 
« National Honour, Ditinteretiednets, and Juftice ; which I will conclude has had a greater 
<< effet in fecuring to the Company their vaft poffeffions, than even the force of arms, however 
<< formidable, could do.” The Prefident of Calcutta teftified his approbation of the faid 
Harper’s condu& in the ftrongeft terms, that is in the following: ‘** Your difintereftednefs 
& has been equally diftinguifhable as your abilities, and both do you the greateft honour.”’ 


IV. 


That the agreement between the Rajah and Nabob aforefaid, continued on both fides with- 
out any violation, under the fanétion and guarantee of the Eaft India Company, for three 
ears; when Warren Haftings, Efq; being then Prefident, did propofe a further confirmation 
of the faid grant; and did, on the 12th ot October, 1773, obtain a Delegation for himfelf to 
be the Perfon to negociate the fame: it being his opinion, as exprefied in his Report of Octo- 
ber 4th, 1773, thatthe Rajah was not only entitled to the Inheritance of his Zemindary by 
the Grants through Captain Harper, but that the preceding Treaty of Allahabad, though lite- 
rally expreffing no more than a fecurity perfonal to Bulwant Sing, did, notwithftanding, in 
the true fenfe and import thereof, extend to his pofterity ; ** and that it had been differently 
< underftood [that is not literally] by the-Company, and the Vizier had before put it out of all 
< difpute, by the folemn Aét pailed in the Rajah’s favour on his fucccfion to the Ze- 
“¢ mindary.”’ 


Vv. 


That the Council, in their Inftruétions to the faid Governor Haftings, did impower him 
€€ to renew, in behalf of the Rajah Cheyt Sing, the ftipulation which was formerly made with 
<< the Vizier, in confideration of his fervices in 1764 ;”’ and the Government was accordingly 
fettled on the Rajah and his Pofterity, or to his Heirs, on the fame footing on which it was 
granted to his faid Father, excepting the addition aforefaid to the Tribute; with an exprefs 
provifion, ** that zo Encreafe fhall ever hereafter be demanded.” And the Grant and Stipula- 
tion aforefaid was further confirmed by the faid Sujah ul Dowla, under the Company’s Gua- 
rantce, by the-moft folemn and awful form of oath known in the Mahomedan Religion, a 
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ferted in thé bédy of ‘the deed of grant; and the faid Warren Haftings, ftrongly impreffed 
with the opinion of the propriety of protecting the Rajah, and of the tnjuftice, malice, and 
avarice of: the fajd Sujah ul Dowla, and the known family enmity fubfifting between him and 
the Rajah, did declare, in his report tothe Council, as follows: ‘* I am well convinced that the 
** Rajah’s inheritance, and perhaps his life, are no longer fafe than while he enjoys the Com- 
*¢ pany’s protection, which is his due by the ties of juftice, and the gbligations of public 
s: faith.” 


Vi. 


“That fome time after the new confirmation aforefaid, that is to fay, in the year 1774, the 
Governor General and Council, which had been formed, and the Members thereof appointed, 
by A& of Parliament, did obtain the affignment of the fovereignty paramount of the iaid Go- 
vernment -by treaty with the’ Nabob of Owde; by which, although the fupreme dominion 
was changed, the terms and the conditions of the tenure of the Rajah of Benares remained ; 
as the faid Nabob of Owde could transfer tothe Eaft India Company no other or greater eftate 
than he himfelf poffeffed in or over the faid Zemindary. But, to obviate any mifconftruction 
on the fubjecét, the faid Warren Haftings did prepofe to the Board, that whatever provifion 
might in the faid treaty be made for the intereft of the Company, the fame fhould be ‘** with- 
< out a encroachment on the juft rights of the Rajah, or -the engagements adtualiy fubfifting 
s$ with. him.” 


VII. 


That the faid Warren Haftings then having, or pretending to have, an extraordinary care of 
the intereft of the Rajah of Benares, did, on h's transfer of the fovereignty, prupofe a new 
rant to be conveyed in new infiruments to the faid Rajah, conferring upon him further privi- 
eges ; namely, the addition of the fovereign right: ot the mint, and of tbe rigbt of criminal 
juítice of life and death : and he the faid Warren Haftings, as Governor General, did himfelf 
propofe the refolution for that purpofe im Council, in the following words, with remarks ex- 
planatory of the principles upon which the grants aforefaid were made: namely, 


Minute. 
VIII. 


<¢ That the. perpetual and independent poon of the Zemindary of Benares, and its De- 
's pendencies, be confirmed and guarantied to the Rajah Cheyt Sirg and his Heirs for ever, 
< fubjec? only to the annual payment of the Revenues hitherto paid to the late Vizier, amounting 
‘< Benares 5°* rupees, 22,71,656,12, to be difpofed of as is exprefled in the following arti- 
‘© cle :- That np other aemand be made on him, either by the Nabcb of Owde, or this Gevernment ; 
‘< nor any kind of authority or jurifdi€tion be exercifcd by either within the difiriét#s affigned him.” 
To which Minute he, the faid-Warren Haftings, did fubjoin the following obtervation in 
writing, and recorded therewith in the Council books, that is to fay: ‘* The Raja of Benares, 
<: from the fituation cf his country; which is a frontier to the Provinees of Owde and Bahar, may be 
“* made a ferviceabie Ally to thé Company, whenever their affairs fhall require it. He has always been 
“*. confidered in this light both by the Company and the fucceffive Members of the late Council; but, to 
< infure his attachment te the Company, his intere/? mufi be conne€ted wich it, which cannot be better 
“‘ effecied than by freeing him totaly from the REMAINS of bis prefent Vafjalaze, under the 
<< guaran*ce and protection of the Company, and at the fame time guarding him again? any-apprehen- 
<< frans from this Government, hy thus piedging its faith that no encroachment fhail evr be made on his 
“f rights by tne Company.” And the faid‘ Warren Haftings, on the fifth of July, 1775, did 
himlelf. propofe; amongft other articles of the treaty relative to this objeét, one ot the following 
tenor: ‘* That whilft the Rajah fhall continue faithful to thefe engagements, and punéiual in 
‘t his payments, and-fhall pay due obedience to the authority of this Government, mo more de- 
“< mands fhail be made upon him by the Honourable Company, of ANY KIND, or, on an 

& pretence whatfoever, fhall any perfon be allowed to interfere with his authority, orto diftur 


** the peace of his country.” nd the faid article was by the other Members of the Council 
affented to without debate. 


IX. 


On transferring the Rajah’s tribute from the Nabob to the Company, the flipulation with 
the Nabob was renewed on the propofition of the faid Warren Haftings himfelf, and expreffed 
in a yet-more diftinét manner, namely, ** | hat no more demands, {hall be made upon him, 
4+ by the Honcurable Company, of any kind:” and the faid Warren Hattings, in jultification 
f his prgpofal of.giving the Rajah ** a complete and uncontrouled autholity over his Zemin- 

l dary,” 
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dary,” did enter on the Council Book the following rcafons for invefting him with the fame; 
rongly indicating the fituation in which he muft be left under any other circumftances, whe- 
ther under the Nabob of Owde, or under the Englifh, or under the double influence of both ; 
‘st ‘That the fecurity of his perfon and pofleffions, from the Company’s proteétion, may be 
rated.equal to many lacks of rupees; which, though faved to him, are no lofs to the government 
on hich he depends, being all articles of invifible expence; in fees to the Miniitcrs and officers of 
the Nabob; in the charges of a double efta: lifhment of Vackeels to both governments; in pre- 
fentsand charges of accommodation to the Nabob, during his refidence at any place within the 
boundaries of his Zemindaiy; in the frauds, embezzlements, and oppreffions exercifed in the Mint 
and Cutwally; befides the allowed profits of thofe officers, and the advantages which every man iz 
occafzonal power, or in the credit of it, might make of the Rajah’s known weaknefs, and the dread he 
ftood in both of the difpleafure of the Nabob, and ihe iil will of individuals ameng the Englifh, 
“< who were all confidercd, either in their prefent flations or connections, or the right of fucceffion, as 
‘+ Adembers of the State of Bengal. lt would be icarce poffible to enumerate all the inconveni- 
ences to which the Rajah was liable in his former fituation, or to eftimate the precife effect 
which they produced on his revenue, and on the gro{s amount of his expence; but it may be 
cally conceived, that toth were enormous and of a nature the moft likely to Jefien the pro- 
fits of government, inftead of adding to them.” And in juftification of his propofal of 
giving the Rajah the fymbols of fovercignty in the power of life and death, and in the coining 
of money, as pledges of his independence, he ftates the deplorable fituation of Princes reduced to 
dependence on the Vizier or the Company, and obliged to entertain an Englith Refident at 
their Court, in the following words: ‘* It is propoted to receive the payment of his (the 
é Rajah’-) rents at Patna, becaufe that is the neareft provincial ftation, and becaufe it would 
not iruttrate the intention of rendering the Rajah independent. If a Refident was appointed to 
receive the money, as it became due, at Benares, fuch a Refident would unavoidably acquire 
an induence over the Rejah, and over his country, which would in efre render kim the mafter 
“© of bith. This confequence might not perhaps be brought completely to pafs without a 
<< ferurgie, and many appeals to Council, which, in a government conftituted like this, cannot 
© fail to terminate agairfi the Rajah; and, by the conftrué?ion to which his oppefition to the Agent 


<< weu.d be :table, might eventually draw on him fevere refirigiions, and in reducing him to the mean 
“* and depraved flate of a mere Zemindar.”” 
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X. 


That in order to fatisfy the faid Rajah of the intentions of the- Company towards him, and of 
the true fenfe and corftruétion of the grants to him, the faid Rajah, to be made, the Governor 
General (he the faid Warren Haftings) 2nd Council did, on the 24th Auguft, 1775, inftruét 
Mr. Fowke, the Refident at the Rajah’s Court, in the following words: << It is proper to affure 
*s the Rajah we do not mean to encreafe his tribute, but to require from him an exaét fum. 

That, under the foverignty of the Company, we are determined to leave him the free and 
uncontrolled management of the internal government of his country, and the coilcétion and 
regulation of the revenucs, fo long as he adheres to the terms of ‘his engagement; and will 
never demand any augmentation of the annual tribute which may be fixed.” 


XI. 


That the faid Warren Haflings and the Council General, not being fatisfied with having 
inftructcd the Refident to make the reprefentation aforefaid, to remove all fufpicion that by the 
new grants any attenipt fhould infidioufly be made to change his former tenure, did refolve, 
that a letter fhould be written by the Governor-General himfelf to the Rejah of Benares, to 
be delivered to Mr. Fowke, the Refident, together with his credentials ; in which letter they 
declare ** the Board willing to cortinue the grant of the Zcmindary to him, in as full and am- 
<< ple a manner as he fif fed it from former Sowereigns: and on his paying the annual tribute, 
&c.?” And in exptaining the reatons for granting to him the mint and criminal juftice, they 
inform him, that this is done in order ** that he may pofiels an uncontrouled and free authority in 
4 the regulation and government of his Zemindaty.”’ 


XII. 


That, on the 26th of February, 1776, the Board and Council did order that the proper in- 
ftruments fhould be piep:'red for conveying to the Rajh aforefaid the government and criminal 
juftice and mint of Benares, with its dependencies, ** in the ufual form ; expreffing the conei- 
<< tions already refalved on in the feweral proceedings of the Board.” And on the fame day a letter 
was written tothe Refident at Ben res, fignifying that they had ordered the proper inftruments 
to be prepared, fpecifying the terms concerning the remittance of the Rajah’s tribute to Cal- 
cutia,as well as ** the feveral other conditions which Lad been already agreed to; and that they 


** fhould 
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s<- fhould forward it to him, to be delivered to the Rajah.” -And onthe 20th of March fol'ow- 
ing the Board did again explain the. terms of the faid tribute in a letter to the Court of Direc- 
tors; and did add, “* that a funnud (grant or patent) for his (Cheit Sing’s) Zemindary fhould 
“© be furnifhed him, on thefe, and the conditions before agreed on.” 


XIII. 


That during the courfe of the tranfa&tions aforefaid in Council, and the various affurances 
given to the Rajah and the Court of Directors, certain improper and fraudulent practices were 
ufed with regard to the fymbols of inveftiture which ought to have been given, and the form of 
the deeds by which the faid Zemindary ought to have been granted : for it appears that the ori- 

inal deeds were figned by the Board on the ‘4th of September, 1775, and tranfmitted to Mr. 

owke, the. Refident at the Rajah’s Court; and that, on the 20th of November following, 
the Court of Dire&tors were acquainted, by the faid Warren Haftings and the Council, that 
Rajah Cheit Sing had been invefted with the funnud (charters or patents) for his Zemindary, 
and the kéllaut (or robes of inveftiture) in all the proper forms. But, on the rit of October, 
1775, the:Rajah did complain to the Governor-General and Council, that the kellaut (or 
robes) with which he was to be invefted, according to their order, ‘* is mot of the fame‘kind as 
«c that which he received from the late Vizier on the like occafion.” In confequence of the 
faid complaint, the Board did, in their letter to the Refident af the rith of the fame month, 
-defire him ** to make enquiry refpecting the nature of the kellaut, and inveft him with one o 
<< the fame fort, on. the part of this government, inftead of that which they formerly defcribed 
& to him.” And it appears highly probable, that the inftruments which accompanied the faid 
robes of inveftiture were made in a manner conformable to the orders and directions of the 
Board,:and the conditions by them agreed to; as the Rajah, who complained of the infuffi- 
ciency of the robes, did make no complaint of the infufficiency of the inftruments, or of any 
deviation in them from thofe he had formerly received from the Vizier. But a copy or duplicate 
of the faid deeds or infiruments were in Jome manner furreptitioufly ng bbe of, and withheld from the 
records of the Company, and never were tranfmitted to the Court of Dirediors. 


XIV. 


That feveral months after the faid fettlement-and inveftiture, namely, on the 1 5th of April, 
1776, the Secretary informed the Court that he had prepared a funnud, cabbolut, and pottah 
{that is, a patent, an agreement, and a rent roll) for Cheit Sing’s Zemtndary ; and the Board 
ordered the fame to be executed. -But the Refident, on receiving the fame, did tranfmit the 
feveral objections-made by the Rajah thereto, and particularly to a claufe in the patent, made 
in dire& contradiction to the engagements of the Council fo folemnly and repeatedly given; by 
which claufe the. former patents are declared to be null. ‘That on the reprefentation aforefaid, 
on the 2gthof July, the Secretary was ordered to prepare new and proper inftruments, omitting 
the claufe declaring the former patents to be null, and the faid new patents were delivered to the 
Rajah ; and the others which he objected to, as well as thofe which had been delivered to him 
originally, were returned to the Prefidency. But neither the firft fet of deeds, nor the frau- 
dulent patent aforefaid, nor the new inftruments made out on the complaint of the Rajah, 
omitting the exceptionable words, have been inferted in the records, although it was the par- 
ticular duty of the faid Warren Haftings that all tranfactions with the country powers fhould 
be: faithfully entered ; as well as to take care that all inftruments tranfmitted to them, on the 
faith of the ‘Company, fhould be honeftly, candidly, and fairly executed, according to the 
true intent and meaning of the engagements entered into on the part of the Company; giving 
by the faid complicated, artificial, and fraudulent management, as well as by his faid omitting 
to record the faid material document, ftrong reafon to prefume that he did even then meditate 
to make fome evil ufe of the deeds which he thus withheld from the Company, and which he 
did afterwards in -reality .make, when -he found means and opportunity to effect his evil 
purpofe, 
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Defigns of Afr. HASTINGS to ruin the RAFAH of BENARES. 


$ 


HAT the tribute transferred tothe Company, by the treaty with the Nabob of O wde, being 

£L -250,000 a year fterling, and upwards, without any deduétions whatfvever, was pai 
monthly, with fuch punctual exactnefs, as had no parallel in the Companv’s dzalings with any 
of the native Princes, or with any fubject Zemindar, being the only one who never was in ar- 
rears ; and, according to all appearance, a perfect harmony did prevail between the Supreme 
Council at Calcutta and the Rajah, But though the Rajah of Benares furnifhed no occafion 
of difpleafure to the Board, yet it fince appears that the faid Warren Haftings did, at fome 
time in the year 1777, conceive difpleafure againft him. In that year, he, the faid Warren 
Hattings, retracted his own act of refignation of his office, made to the Court of Dire&ors 
through his agent Mr. Macleane ; and, calling in the aid of the military to fupport him in his 
authority, brought the divifions of the government, according to his own expreifion, ‘* to an 
*s extremity bordering on civil violence.” “This extremity he attributes, in a narrative by 
him tranfmitted to the Court of Directors, and printed, not to his own fraud and prevarica-~ 
tion, but to what he calls, ‘* an attempt to wre{t from ‘him his authority ;”” and in the faid 
Narrative he pretends, that the Rajah of Benares had deputed an agent, with an exprefs com- 
miffion, to his opponent Sir John Clavering.—This fact, if it had been true, (which is not 
proved,) wasin no fort criminal or offenfive to the Company’s government; but was at firft 
fight nothing more than a proper mark of duty and refpeét to the fuppofed fucceffion of office. 
Nor is it pofizble to conceive in what manner it could offend the faid Haftings, if he did not 
imagine that the exprefs commiffion, to which in the faid narrative he refers, might relate to 
the difcovery to Sir John Clavering of fome practice which he might wifh to conceal; the faid 
Clavering, whom he ftyles ** his Opponent,’’ having been engaged, in obedience to the Com- 
pany’s exprefs orders, in the difcovery of fundry peculations, and other evil pra&tices, charged 
upon the faid Eaftings.e But although, at the time of the faid pretended deputation, he dif- 
fembled his refentment, it appears to have rankled in his mind, and that he never forgave it, 
of whatever nature it might have been (the fame never having been by him explained); and fome 
years after he recorded it in his juftification of his.oppretiive conduét towards the Rajah ; 
urging the fame, with great virulence and afperity, as a proof or prefumption of his the faid 
Rajah’s difuffection to the Company’s government; and, by his fubfequent a&, he feems from 
the firit to have refolved, when opportunity fhould occur, on a fevere revenge. 


II. 


That having obtained, in his cafting vote, a maiority in Council, on the death of Sir John 
Clavering and Mr. Monfon, he did fuddenly, and without any previous general. communica- 
tion with the members of the Board, ‘by a minute of confultation of the gth of July, 1778, 
make an extraordinary demand, namely, ‘* that the Rajah of Benares fhould confent to the 
s“ eftablifhment of three regular battalions of Sepovs, to be raifed and maintained at his owu 
“* expence;” and the faid expence was eftimated at between fifty and fixty thoufand pounds 
ftcrling. 


iit. 


That the faid requifition did fuppofe the confent of the Rajak, the very word being inferted in 
the body of his, the faid Warren Haftings’s, minute; and the fame was agreed to, though with 
fome doubts on the parts of two of his colleagues, Mr. Francis and Mr. Wheler, concernin 
the right of making the fame, even worded as it was. But Mr. Francis and Mr. W heler foon 
after finding that the Rajah was much alarmed by this departure from the treaty, the requifition 
«forefaid was ftrenuoufly oppofed by them. The faid Haftings did, notwithftanding this appo- 
fition, perfevere ; and by his cafting vote alone did carry the faid unjult and opprethve demand. 
‘Phe Rajah fubmittea, after fome murmuring and remonitrance, to pay the fum required; 
tut on the exprefs condition (as has been frequen ly afitrted by him to the faid Warren 
Faltings, without any contrad'ction) that the exaction fhould continue but for one year, and 
Should not be drawn into precedent. He allo requefted ihat the extraordinary demand fhould be 
paid along with the inftalments of his monthly tribute: but although the faid Warren Haitings 
diJ not fo much as pretend that the infkaiit pa el was at all neceilary, and though ke we 
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urged by his before-mentioned colleagues to moderate his proceedings, he did in fit upon im- 
mediate payment of the whole; and did deliver his demand in proud and infulcin language, 
wholly unfit for a governor of a civilized nation to ufe towards eminent perfons in alliance with, 
and in honourable and free dependence upon, its government ; and did fupport the fame with 
arguments full-of unwarrantable paffion, and with references to reports affecting mrercly his own 
perfonal power and confideration, which reports were not proved, nor attempted to be proved ; 
and, if proved, furnifhing reafons infufficient for his purpofe, and indecent in any public 
proceedings. That the faid Haftings did caufe the faid fums of money to be rigoroufly 
exacted, although no fuch regular battalions, as he pretended to eftablifh as a colour for his de- 
mand ‘on the Rajah, were then raifed, or any fteps taken towards raifing them. And when the 
faid Rajah pleaded his inability to pay the whole fum at once, he, the faid Haftings, perfevering in 
his faid outrageous and violent demeanour, did order the Refident to wait on the Rajah forthwith, 
and ** demand of himin perfon, and by writing, the full payment in fpecie to be made to him 
“* within five days of fuch demand; and to declare to him, in the name of this government, 
«c that. his evading or neglecting to accomplifh the payment thereof within that {pace of time, 
<c fhould be deemed eguivalent to an abfolute refufal; and in cafe of non-compliance with this 
<c (the Refident’s) demand, we peremptorily enjoin you to refrain from all further intercourfe with 
< him: the faid Haftings appearing, by all his proceedings, to be more difpofed to bring on 
a, quarrel with the Prince of. Benares, than to provide moncy for any public fervice. 


IV. 


"That the faid demand was complied with, and the whole thereof: paid on the roth of O€tober, 
that year. And the faid Rajah did write to the faid Hiftings a letter, in order to mitigate and 
mollify him, declaring to the faid Haftings, that his fole reliance was on him, ‘* and that in 
“<< every inftance he depended on his faith, religion, promifes, and actions.’” But he, the faid 
Warren Haftings, as if the being reminded of his faith and promifes were an incentive to 
him to violate the fame, although he had agreed that his demand fhould net be drawn into 
precedent, and the payment of the {.50,00% aforefaid fhould continue only for one year, did, 
the very day after he had received the letter aforefaid, rencw ademand cf the fame nature, and 
on the fame pretence, this year, even lefs plaufible than the former, of three battalions to de 
raifed. The faid Rajah,. on being informed of this requifition, did remind the faid Warren 
Haftings that he engaged, in the laft year, that but one payment fhould be made, and that he 
fhould not be called upon in future; and pleading inability to difcharge the new demand, de- 
clared himfelf in the following words to the faid Warren Hattings: ‘** I am therefore hopeful 
<< you will be kindly pleafed to excufe me the five lacks now demanded, and that nothing may 
<<. be demanded of me beyond the’amount expreffed in the Pottah,.”* 


V. 


Fhat on the day after the receipt of this letter, that is, on the 28th of Auguft, 1779, he, the 
faid Warren Haftings, made a reply to the faid letter; and, without any remark whatfoever 
on the allegation of the Rajah, ftating to.him his engagement that he, ‘the faid Rajah, fhould 
not be called upon in future, he fays, ** I now repeat my demand, that you.do, on the receipt 
< of this, without evafion or delay, pay the five lack of rupees into the kenda of Mr. Thomas 
< Graham, who has orders to receive it from you; and, in cafe of your refufal, to fummon 
c the two battalians of Sepoys, under the command of Major Camac, to Benares, that mea- 
<‘ fures.may be taken to oblige you toa compliance: and, in this cafe, the whole expence of 
€ the corps, from the time.of its march, will fall on you.” 


Vi. 


-That the faid Rajah did a fecond and third time reprefent to the faid Warren Haftings, that 
he had broke his promife, and the faid, Haftings did in no manner deny the fame; but did, in 
contempt thereof, as well as of the original treaty between the Company and the. Rajah, order 
two battalions of troops to march into his territories, and in a manner the moft hari, infulr- 
ing, and defpotic, as if to provoke that prince to fome act of refiftance, did compel him to the 
payment of the faid fecond unjuft demand ; and did extort alfo the fum-of £.2,000, on pre- 
tence of. the charge of the troops.employed to coerce him. 


Wilk, 


“That the third year, that is to fay, in the year 1780, the fame demand was, with the fame 
menaces, renewed; and did, as before, produce feveral humble remonftrances and fubmifflive 
complaints, which the faid Hastings did always treat as crimes and offences of the higheft order: 

and, 
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and, although in the regular fubfidy or tribute, which was monthly payable by treaty, fifty 
days of grace were allowed on each payment, and after the expiration of the faid fifty days one 
quarter per cent. only was provided as a penalty, he, the faid Warren Haftings, on fome fhort 
delay of payment of his third arbitrary and illegal demand, did prefume, of his own authority, 
to impofe a fine or mulét of £.10,cco on the ‘faid Rajah : and though it does not appear whether 
-or no the fame was actually -levied, the faid threat was {oon after followed by an order, from 
the faid Haftings, for the march of troops into the country of Benarcs, as in the preceding 
year. 


VIII. 


That thefe violent and infulting meafures failing to provoke the Rajah, and he having paid 
up the whole demand, the faid Warren Haftings being refolved to drive him to extremities, did 
make on the faid Rajah a fudden demand, over and above the ordinary tribute or fubfidy of 
260,000/. per annum, and over .and- above the 50,000/. extraordinary, to provide a body of 
cavalry for the fervice of the Bengal government. 


IX. 


The demand, as expreffed in the Minute of Confultation, and in the public inftructions of 
the Board to the Refident, to make the requifition, is ** for fuch part of the cavalry enter- 
** tained in his fervice as he can fpare ;’”” and the demand is in this, and in no other manner 
defcribed by the Governor-General and.Council in their letter to the Court of Direétors. But 
in a narrative of the faid Warren Hattings’s, addrefled to Edward Wheler, Efquire, it appears, 
that upon the Rajah’s making difficulties, according to the reprefentation of the faid Haftings, 
relative to the faid requifition, the correfpondence concerning .which the faid Haftings hath 
fraudulently fupprefled, he, the faid Haftings, initead of adhering to the requifition of fuch 
cavalry as the Rajah could fpare, and which wasall that by the Order of Council he was autho- 
' rized to make, did, of his own private and arbitrary authority, in fome letter which he hath 
fupprefled, initruct the Refident Markham to make a peremptory demand for 2000 cavalry, 
which he well knew to be more than the Rajah’s finances could fupport, eftimating the pro- 
vifion for the fame at 96,000/. a year at the loweft, though the expence of the fame would pro- 
bably have been much more: which extravagant -demand the faid Haftings - could ny have 
made in hopes of provoking the Rajah to fome imprudent meafure, or pafionate remonítrance. 
And this arbitrary demand of cavalry was made, and peremptorily infifted on, although in 
the original treaty with the faid Rajah it was left entirely optional whether or not he fhould 
keep up any cavalry at all: and in the Minute-of Confultation it was exprefsly mentioned to 
be thus optional ; and that for whatfoever cavalry he, the faid Rajah, fhould furnifh, he fhould 
be paid 15 rupees per month for each private, and fo in proportion for officers; yet the de- 
mand aforefaid was made without any offer whatfoever of providing the faid. payment according 
to treaty. 


x. 


That the faid Haftings did foon after, but upon what grounds-does not appear’ by any Mi- 
nute of Council, or from any correfpondence containéd in his narrative, reduce the demand to 
fifteen thoufand, and afterwards to one thoufand; by which he fhewed himfelf to be fenfible 
of the extravagance of his firft requifition. 


XI. 


That in confequence of thefe requifitions, as he afferts in his narrative aforefaid, the Rajah 
“ did offer two hundred and fifty horfe, but.fent none.” But the faid Haftings doth not ac- 
company his faid narrative with any voucher or document whatever; and therefore the account 
given by the Rajah, and delivered to the faid Warren Haftings himfelf, inferted by the faid 
Warren Haftings himfelf in his narrative, and in.no part thereof attempted to ‘be impeached, 
is more worthy of credit; that is to fay, 

‘© With refpećłt to the horfe, you defired me in your letter to inform you of what number I 
<< could afford to ftation with you. I fent you a particular account of all that were in my fer- 
«< vice, amounting to one thoufand: three hundred horfe, of which feveral were ftationed at 
«c diftant places; but I received no anfwer to this. Mr. Markham delivered me an order to 
<“ prepare a thoufand horfe. In compliance with your wifhes, I colleéted five hundred horfe, 
“<< and a fubftitute for the remainder, five hundred burkundaffes (matchlock men), of which I 
e fent you information; and I told Mr. Markham that they were ready to go to whatever - 


€¢ place they fhould be fent. Noanfwer, however,-came from you on this head, and I e 
| < maine 
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€ mained aftonifhed at the caufe of it. Repeatedly I afked-Mr. Markham. about an anfwer to 
“© my letter about the horfe; but he told me that he did not know the reafon of no anfwer 
S¢ having been fent. I remained aftonifhed.”’ 


XII. 


That the faid Haftings is guilty of an high offence, in not giving an_anfwer to letters of 
fuch importance, and in concealing the faid letters from the Court of Directors, as well as 
much of his correfpondence with the Refidents ; and more particularly in not directing to what 
place the cavalry and matchlock men aforefaid fhould be fent, when the Rajah had declared 
they were ready to go to whatever fervice fhould be deftined for them, and aiterwards in mali- 
cioufly accufing the Rajah for not having fent the fame. 


XIII. 


That, on the 3d of February; 1781, a new demand for the fupport of the three fictitious 
battalions of fepoys aforefaid was made by the faid Warren Haftings: but, whilft the Rajah was 
paying by inftalments the faid arbitrary demand, the faid Rajah was alarmed with tome intel- 
ligence of fecret projects on foot for his ruin; and being well apprifed of the malicious and 
revengeful temper of the faid Haftings, in order to pacify him, if poflible, offered to redeem 
himfelf by a large ranfom, to the amount of two hundred thoufand pounds fterling, to be paid 
for the ufe of the Company. And it appears that the faid alarm was far from groundlets ; for 
Major Palmer, one of the fecret and confidential agents of the faid Haftings, hath fworn, on 
the 4th of December, 1781, at the defire of the faid Warren Hattings, before Sir Elijah 
Impey, tothe following effect; thatis to fay, ‘** That the faid Warren Haftings had told him, 
s the faid Palmer, that he, the faid Haftings, had rejected the offer of two hundred thoufand 
‘© pounds made by the Rajah of Benares for the public fervice ; and that he was retlolved to 
cc convert the faults committed by the Rajah into a public benefit, and would exact the fum of 
*¢ 500,000/. as a punifhment for his breach of engagements with the government of Bengal, 
«< and acts of mifconduct in his Zemindary; and, if the Rajah fheuld abfolutely retufe the 
‘© demand, that he would deprive him of his Zemindary, or transfer the fovereigznty thereof 
‘$6. to the INabob of Owde.”’ 


XIV. 


And Mr: Anderfen, in his declaration from Scindia’s Camp, of the 4th of January, 1782, 
did alfo, at the defire of Mr. Haftings, depofe (though not on wath) concerning a converitation 
between him and the faid Haftings (but mentioning neither the time nor place where the fame 
was held); in which converfation, after reciting the allegations of the faid Hattings relative 
to feveral particulars of the delay and backwardnefs of the Rajah in paying the aforetaid extra 
demand, and his refolution to exact from the Rajah ‘* a confiderable fum of money to the re- 
< lief of the Company’s exigencies,” he proceeds in the following words: ‘+ That if he (the 
< Rajah) confented, you (the faid Warren Hattings) were defirous of effablifbing his pe fiions 
<c on the moft permanent.and eligible footing ; but, if he refufed, you had itin your power to raife 
“* a large fum for the Company, by accepting an offer which had been made tor his difiriéts by 
<< the Vizier.”’ And the faid Anderfon, in the declaration aforefaid, made at the requeft of 
the faid. Haftings, and addrefled to him, exprefled himfelf as follows: ** That you told me you 
« had communicated our defigns to Mr. Wheler (his only remaining colleague); and I be- 
< lieve, but Ido not pofitively recollect, you faid he concurred in them.” But no tiac: of 
any fuch communication or concurrence did, atthe time referred to, or at any time ever afier, 
appear on the confultations as it ought to have done; and the faid Hattings is criminal, for 
having omitted to enter and record the proceeding. That the faid W neler did alfo declare, 
but a confiderable time after the date of the converfations aforefaid, that ‘* on the eve of tne 
s Governor General’s departure, the faid Haftings had told him, that the Rajah’s offences (not 
«c ftating what offences, he having paid up all the demands, ordinary and extraordinary) were 
$t. declared to require early punifhment; and as his wealth was great, and the Company's ex- 
<< igencies preffing, it was thought a meafure of policy and of juitice to exa& from hima large 
€s pecuniary mulét for their relief. The fum to which the Gevernor declared his relolution to 
$t extend.the fine, was forty or fifty lacks; his ability to pay it was {tated as a faét that could 
é not admit of a doubt; and the two alternatives, on which the Governor declared himfelf to 
€ have refolved, were, to the beft of my recollect:on, either a removal from his Zemindary en- 
<< titely; or, by taking immediate poffeffion of all his forts, to obtain out of the treafure de- 
6¢ pofited in them the above fum for the Company.” 


XV. That, 
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That, in the declaration of the faid Wheler, the time of the converfation aforefaid is tated 
to be on the eve of the Governor’s departure, and then faid to be confidential ; nor is it faid or 
infiriuated that he knew or ever hea:d thereof at a more early period; though it appears by 
Major Palmer’s affidavit, that the defign of taking not four or five, but abfolutely five hundred 
thoufand pounds from the Rajah, was communicated to him as early as the month of June. 
And it does not appear by the declarations of the faid Wheler, he did ever cafually or officially 
approve of the meafure ; which long concealment and late communication, time not being al- 
lowed to his collezgue to confider the nature and confequences of fuch a project, or to advile 
any precaution concerning the fame, is a high mifdemeanour. 


XVI. 


That the faid Haftings, having formed a refolution to execute one of the three violent and 
arbitrary refolutions aforefaid, namely, to fell the Company’s fovereignty over Benares to the 
‘Nabob of Owde; or to difpoffefs the Rajah of his territories; or to feize upon his forts, and 
to plunder them cf the treafure therein contained, to the amount of four or five hundred thou- 
fand pounds ; did reject the offer of two hundred thoufand pounds, tendered by the faid Ra- 
jah for his redemption from the injuries which he had difcovered that the faid Haftings had 
ciundeftinely meditated againft him, although the fum aforefaid would have been a confiderable 
and feafonable acquifition at that time; the faid Haftings being determined, ata critical period, 
to'rifk the ex.ftence of the Britifh empire, rather than‘fail in the gratification of his revenge 
againft the faid Rajah. 


‘XVII. 


That the firt of his three inftituted proje&ts, namely, the deprivirg the Rajah of his territo- 
ries, was by himfelf confidered as a meafure likely to be produdtive of much odium to the Britifh 
Government; he having declared, whatever opinions he might entertain of its juftice, ** That 
% it would have an appearance of /everity; and might furnith grounds unfavourable to the credit 
“© ofour government, ard to his own reputation, from the natural influence which every ać? of ri- 
© gour, exerciicd in the perfons of men in elevated fituations, is apt to imprefs on thofe who are 
€ tov remote from the fcene of attion to judge, by any evidence of the facts themfelves, of their 
‘© motives or propriety.’? And the fecond attempt, the fum of money which he aimed at by 
attacking the fortrefles of the Rajah, and plundering them of the treafure fuppofed to be there 
fecured, befides the obvious uncertainty of acquiring what was thus fought, would be liable to 
the fame imputations with the former. And with regard tothe third project, namely, the fale 
of the Company’s fovereignty to the Nabob ot Owde, and his having actually received propofals 
for tae fame, it was an high offence tothe Company, as prefuminz, without their authority or 
confent, to put up to fale their fovereign rights; and particularly to put them up to fale to that 
very perfon, againft whom the independence of the faid province-had been declared by the Go- 
vernor Genera! and Council to be neceflary, as a barrier for the fecurity of the other provinces, 
in cafe of a future rupture with him. It was an ‘heinous injury to the faid‘'Rajah, to attempt to 
change his relation without his corfent,; efpecially on account of the perfon to whom he was to 
be made over for money, by reafon cf the known enmity fubfifting between his family and that 
of the Nabob, who was to be the purchafer; and it was a grievous outrage on the innocent 
inhabitants of the. Zemindary of Benares, to propofe putting them under a perfon long be- 
fore defcribed by himtelf, to the Court of Directors, ** to want the qualities of the tiad and 
& heart requifite for his ftation ;”” and in a letter from the Britifh refident at Owde, tranfmitted 
to the faid Court, reprefents him ** to have wholly loft, by his oppreffions, the confidence and 
s affections of his own fubjects;”” and whofe diftrefles, and the known diforders in his govern- 
ment, he, the faid Hlaftings, did attribute folely to his own bad conduét and evil character: 
admitting alfo in a letter <-ritten to Edward Wheler, Efq. and tranfmitted to the Court of Di- 
rectors, ‘© that many circurnftances did favour fufpicion of his (the faid Nabeb’s) fidelity to the 
“© Englith intereft, the Naboo being furrounded by men bafe in their characters, and improvi- 
€ dent in their underftandings, his favourites and his companions of his loofer hours. ‘Thefe 
€ had every caufe to dread the effect of my influence on theirs; and both thefe, and the relations 
of the family, whofe views of confequence and power were intercepted by our participation in 
the adminiftration of his affairs, entertained a mortal hatred to our nation, and openly avowed 
«c it.” And the faid Haftings was well aware, that in cafe the Nabob, by him defcribed in the 
manner aforefaid, cn making fuch purchaie, fhould continue to obferve the terms of his father’s 
original covenants and engagements with the Rajah, and fhould pay the Company the only tri- 
bute which hecould lawfully exact from the faid Rajah; it was impoffible that he could, for the 
mere naked and unprofitable rights of a fovereignty paramount, afford to:offer fo great a fum as 
the Rajah did offer to the faid Haftings, for his redemption from oppreffion. Such an acquifition 
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to the Nabob (while he kepthis faith) could not poffibly be of any advantage whatever to him; 
and that therefore, if a great fum was to be paid by the Nabob or O wde, it mut bo jorthe pure 
pofe of oppreffion, and violation of pubiic fa th, to be perpetrated in tne pifon of the iad Nabob, 
to an extent and ina manner which the {faid Haftings was then appreheniive be could not juftify 
to the Court of Directors, as his own perfonal aci. 





PAR]? 10. 
EXPULSION. of th RAFAH of BENARES. 
I. 


ai Rage ‘the faid Warren Haftings, being refolved on the ruin of the Rajah aforefaid, as a 
|  ilaiae maga ftep thereto did, againft the exprefs orders of the Court of Dire€ors, re- 
move Francis.Fowke, Efquire, the Company’s Refident at the city of Benares, without any 
complaint, or pretence of complaint whatfoever, but merely on his own declaration, that he muft 
have, as a refident at Benares, a perfon of his own fpecial and perfonal nomination and con- 
‘fidence, and not a man of the Company’s nomination; and in the place of the faid Francis 
Fowke, thus illegally divefted of his office, did appoint thereto another fervant of the Company, 
-of his own choice. 


II. 


That foon after he had removed the Company’s Refident, he prepared for a journey to the 
-upper Provinces, and particularly to Benares, in order to execute the wicked and perfidious de- 
figns by him before meditated and contrived; and although he did communicate his purpofe 
privately to fuch perfons as he thought fit to entruft therewith, he did not cnter any thing on 
-the confultations to that purpofe, or record the principles, real or pretendcd, on which he had 
refolved to act, nor did he ftate any guilt inthe Rajah which he intended to punifh, or charge 
chim, the faid Rajah, with entertaining any hoftile intentiors, the effects of which were to be 
prevented by any ftrong meafure; but on the contrary, he did induftrioufly conceal his real 
defigns from the Court of Direétors, and did fallacioufly enter on the cenfultations a minute 
declaratory of purpofes wholly different therefrom, and which fuppofed nothing more than an 
amicable adjuftment, founded on the treaties between the Company and the Rajah, inveftin 
‘himfelf by his faid minute with ‘* full power and authority to form fuch arrangements wi 
** the Rajah of Benares, for the better government and management of his Zemindary, and to 
*€€ perform fuch acts for the improvement of the intereit which the Company poi: fles in it, as he 
<: fhall think fit and confonant to the mutual engagements fubjifiing between the Company and the 
«c Rajah,” and for this and other purpofes he did inveft himfelf with the whole power of the 
‘Council, giving to himfelf an authority, as if his aéts had been the acts of the Council itfelf; 
which, though a power of a dangerous, unwarrantablie, and illegal extent, yet does plainly im- 
ply the following limits, namely, that the acts done fhould be arranged with the Rajah, that is, 
with his confent; and, Secondly, That they fhould be.confonant to the a&iual engagements be- 
tween the parties; and nothing appears in the minute conferring the faid power, which did ex- 
prefs or imply any authority for depriving the Rajah of his government, or felling the Sovereignty 
thereof to his hereditary enemy, or for the plunder of his fort treafures. 


III. 


That the faid Warren Haftings having formed the plans aforefaid for the ruin of the Rajah, 
„did fet out on a journey to the city of Benares with a great train, but with a very fmall force, not 
‘much exceeding fix companies of regular black foldiers, to perpetrate fome of the unjuft and 
wiolent aéts by him meditated and refolved on: And the faid Haftings was met, according tothe 
ufage of diftinguifhed perfons in that country, by the Rajah of Benares with a very great atten- 
dance, both in boats and on fhore, which attendance he did apparently intend as a mark of 
honour and obfervance to the place and perfon of the faid Hattings, but which the faid Haftings 
did afterwards groundlefsly and malicioufly reprefent as an indication of a defign upon his life; 
and the faid-Rajah came into the pinnance in which the faid Haftings was carricd, and in a lowly 
and fuppliant manner, alone, and without any guard or attendance whatfoever, entreated his 
favour; and being received with great fternnefs and arrogance, he did put his turban in the lap 
of the.faid Haftings, thereby fignifying, that he abandoned his life and fortune to his anon. 
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and then departed; the faid Haftings not apprehending, nor having any reafon to apprehend, any 
violence whatfoever to his perfon. 


IV. 


That the faid Haftings, in the utmoft fecurity, and freedom from apprehenfion, did purfue 
his journey, and did arrive at the city of Benares on the 14th of Auguft, 1781, fome hours 
before the Rajah, who, foon after his arrival, intended to pay him a vifit of honour and 
refpect at his quarters, but was by the faid Haftings rudely and infolently forbid, until he fhould 
receive his permiffion. And the faid Haftings, although he had previoufly determined on the 
ruin of the faid Rajah, in order to afford fome colour of regularity and juftice to his proceedings, 
did, on the day after his arrival, that is, on the 15th day of Auguft, 1781, fend to the Rajah 
a charge in writing, which, though informal and irregular, may be reduced into four 
articles, two general, and two more particular. The firft of the general being, ‘< That he 
«¢ (the Rajah) had, by the means of his fecret agents, endeavoured to excite diforders in the 
‘© government on which he depended ;” the fecond, ‘* That he had fuffered the daily perpetra- 
‘© tion of robberies and murders, even inthe ftreets of Benares, to the great and public fcandal 
“c of the Englifh name,” 


VV. 


That it appears, that the faid Warren Haftings is guilty of an high offence, contrary to the 
‘fundamental! principles of juftice, in the faid mode of charging mifdemeanors, without any 
{pecification of perfon, or place, or time, or a&, or any offer of fpecification or proofs by 
which the party charged may be enabled to refute the fame, in order to unjuftly load his repu- 
‘tation, and to prejudice him with regard to the articles more clearly f{pecified. 


“Wi. 


That the two fpecified articles relate to certain delays: The firft, with regard to the pay- 
‘ment of the fums of money unjuftly extorted as aforefaid ; and the fecond, the non-compliance 
with a requifition of cavalry ; which non-compliance the faid Haftings (even if the faid charges 
had been founded) did falfely, and in contradiétion to all law, affirm and maintain (in his ac- 
cufation againft the Rajah, and addreffing himfelf to him) ‘* to amount to a direé charge of 
<: difaffection and infidelity to the government on which you depend.” And further proceeded 
as follows: ‘** I therefore judged it proper to ftate them (the faid charges) thus fully to you in 
<< writing, and to reguire your anfwer; and this I expect immediately.” ‘That the faid. Haftings, 
{tating his pretended facts to amount to a charge of the nature (as he would have it underftood ) 
of high treafon, and therefore calling for an immediate anfwer, did wilfully act againft the rules 
of natural juftice, which requires that a convenient time fhould be given to anfwer, ‘propor- 
tioned to the greatnefs of the offence alledged, and the heavy penalties which attend it; and 
when he did arrogate to himfelf a right both to charge and to judge in his 6wn perfon, he 
ought to have allowed the Rajah full opportunity for conferring with his minifters, his doctors 
of law, and his accountants, on the faéts charged, and on the criminality inferred in the faid 
accufation of difloyalty and difaffection, or offences of that quality. 


VII. 


That the faid Rajah did, under the preffure of the difadvantages aforefaid, deliver in, upon 
the very evening of the day of the charge, a full, complete, and fpecific anfwer to the two articles 
therein fpecified ; and did alledge, and offer proof, that the whole of the extraordinary demands 
of the faid Haftings had been actually long before paid and difcharged ; and did ftate a proper 
defence with regard to the cavalry, even fuppofing him bound (when he was not bound) to 
furnith any. And the faid Rajah did make a direct denial of the truth of the two general articles, 
and did explain himfelf on the fame in as fatisfactory a manner, and as fully, as their nature 
could permit; offering to enter into immediate trial of the points in ifue between him and 
the faid Haftings, in the remarkable words following.: * My enemies, with a view to my ruin, 
‘© have made falfe reprefentations to you. Now that, happily for me, you have yourfelf arrived at 
< this place, you will be able to afcertain all the circumf{tances ; firt, relative to the horfe; 
<< fecondly, to my people going to Calcutta; and, thirdly, the dates of the receipts of the par- 
'« ticular fums above mentioned. You will then know whether I have amuled you with a falfe 

< reprefentation, or made a juft report to you.” And in the faid anfwer the faid Rajah conr- 
plained, but in the moft modeft terms, of an injury to him of the moft dangerous and criminal 
nature in tranfaétions of fuch moment, namely, his not receiving any anfwer to his letters and 
petitions; and concluded in the following words: **-I have never fwerved in the fmalleft 
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‘sc degree from my duty. to you. It remains with you to decide on all thefe matters. Iam 
« in every cafe your flave. What is juft 1 have reprefented to you. May your profperity 
s increafc I” 


VIII. 


That`'the faid Warren Haftings was bound, by the effential principles of natural juftice, to 
attend to the claim made by the Rajah'to a fair and impartial trial and inquiry into the matter 
of accufation brought againft him by the faid Haftings, at a time and place which furnifhed all 
proper materials,and the prefence of all neceflary witneiles ; but the faid Haftings, inftead of in- 
ftituting the faid inquiry, and granting trial, did receive an humble requeft for juftice from a great 
Prince, as a frefh offence, and asa perfonal infult to himfelf ; and did conceive a violent paffion 
of anger, and a ftrong refentment thereat, declaring, that he did confider the faid anfwer as nor 
only unfatisfactory in fubftance, but offenfive in ftyle :'** This anfwer you will perceive to be 
& notonly unfatisfactory in fubftance, but offenfive in ftyle ; and lefs a vindication of himfelf 
& than a recrimination on me. It expreffes no concern for the caufes of complaint contained 
<“ in my letter, or defire to atone for them, nor the fmalleft intention to purfue a different line 
“© of conduct: An anfwer couched nearly in terms of defiance to requifitions of fo ferious a 
‘ nature, I could not but confider as a ffreng indication of that {pirit of independency which the 
“ Rajah has for fome years paft aflumed, and of which indeed I had early obferved other 
s< manifeft fymptoms both before and from the inftant of my arrival.””——Which reprefentation 
is altogether, and in all parts thereof, groundlefs and injurious; as the fubftance of the anfwer 
is a juitification proper to be pleaded, and the ttyle, if in any thing exceptionable, it is in its 
extreme humility, refulting rather from an unmanly and abje& fpirit, than from any thing of 
an offemfive liberty ; but being received as difrefpe&ful by the faid Haftings, it abundantly 
indicates the tyrannical arrogance of the faid’Haftings, and the depreiiion into whith the na- 
tives are funk under the Britifh government, 
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IX. 


That the faid Warren Haftings, pretending to have been much alarmed at the offenfive 
language of the faid Rajah’s defence, and at certain appearances of independency which he had 
obferved, not only on former occafions, but fince his arrival at Benares (where he had been 
but little more than one day) and which appearances he never has fpeeified in any one inftance, 
‘did affert that he conceived himfelf indifpenfably called upon to adapt fome decifive plan; and 
witbout any further enquiry or confultation (which appears) with any perfon, d:d, at ten 
‘o’clack of the very night on which he received the before-mentioned full and fatisfactory, as well 
ds fubmiffive anfwer, fend an order to the Britifh Refident (then being a public minifter repre- 
fenting the Britifh government at the court of the faid Rajah, and as fuch bound by the law of 
nations to refpect the prince at whofe court he was refident, ard not to attempt any thing 
againft his perfon or ftate; and who ought not thereforeto have been chofen by the faid Haftings, 
and compelled to ferve in that bufinefs) that he fhou'd cn the next morning arreft the faid prince 
im his palace, and keep him in his cuftodyv until further orders; which faid order being con- 
ceived in the-moft peremptory terms, the Rajah was put under arreft, with a guard of about 
thirty orderly Sepoys, with their {words drawn: And the particulars-thereof were reported 
to him as follows. 


<¢ Honourable Sir, 

« I this morning, in obedience to your orders of laft night, proceeded with a few of my 
«c orderlies, accompanied by Lieutenant Stalker, to Shewalla Ghaut, the prefent rcfidence of 
« Rajah Cheyr Sing, and acquainted him, it was your pleafure he fhould confider himfelf in 
< arreft; that he fhould order his people to behave in a quiet and orderly manner, for that any 
** attempt to refcue him would be attended with his own deftruétion. The Rajah fubmitted quietly 
«c to the arreft, and affured me, that whatever were your orders, he was ready impl:citly to 
< obey: He hoped that you would allow him a /ab/ffence ; but as for his Zemindary, his forts, 
«c and his treafure, he was ready to lay them at your feet, and his life if required. -He ex prefléd 
«© himfelf much hurt atthe ignominy which he affirmed muft be the confequence of his con- 
“© finement; and intreated me to return to you with the foregoing fubmiffion, hoping that you 
« would make allowances for his youth and inexperience, and in confideration of his father’s 
« name releafe him from his confinement, as foon as he fhould prove the fincerity of his offers, 
&¢..and himfelf deferving of your compaftion and forgivenefs.”’ 
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That a further order was given, that every fervant of the Rajah’s fhould be difarmed, and a 
certain number only left to attend him, under a ftriét watch. Ina quarter of an hour after this 
converfation, two Companies of grenadier Sepoys were fent to the Rajah’s palace by the faid 
Haftings ; and the Rajah being.difmayed by this unexpected and unprovoked treatment, wrote 
two fhert letters or pctitions to the iaid Haftings, under the greateft apparent dejection at the 
outrage and’ difhonour he had fuffered in the eycs of his fubjeéts, all imprifonment of perfons of 
rank being held in that country as a mark of indelible infamy, and he alfo in all probability con- 
fidering his imprifonment as a prelude to the taking away his life ; and inthe firft of the {aid pe- 
titions he did exprefs himfelf in this manner: *¢ Whatever may be your pleafure, do it with 
<< your own hands, Iam your flave. What occafion can there be for a guard?’”? And in the 
other, ‘* My honour was beftowed on me by your Highnefs. It depends on you alone to take 
<< away, or not totake away the country out of my hands. In cafe my honour is notleft to me, 
<< how {hall I be equal to the bufinefs of the Government? whoever, with his hands in a fup- 
<< plicating pofture, is ready with kis life and property, what necefflity can there be for him to 
«c be dealt with in this way ?” i 


Xi. 


“That according to the faid Haftings’s narrative of this tranfaction, he (the faid Haftings) on 
account of the apparent defpondency in which thefe letters were written, ‘* thought it eceffary 
<< to give him fome encouragement ;”’ aud. therefore-wrote him a nete of a few lines, carelefsly 
and haughtily exprefled, and little calculated to relieve him from his uneafinefs, promifing to 
fend to him-a perfon to explain particulars ; and defiring him ‘* to fet his mind at re{t, and not 
<&c to conceive any terror or apprehenfion.”? To which an anfwer of great humility and de- 
jection was received, 


XII 


That the report of the Rajah’s arreft did caufe a great alarm- in the ‘city, in: the fuburbs of 
which the Rajah’s palace is fituated, and in the adjacent country. “The-people were filled with 
difmay and anger at the outrage and indignity offered to a Prince under. whofe. government they 
enjoyed much eafe and happinefs. Under thefe circumftances the Rajah defired leave to perform 
his ablutions ; which was refufed, unlefs he fent for water, and performed that ceremony on the 
fpot. ‘This he did. And foon after fome. of the people, who new began to furround. the „palace 
in confiderable numbers, attempting to force their way into the palace, a Britifh officer com- 
manding the guard upon the Rajah {truck one of them with his-fword. The people grew more 
and more irritated ; but a~meflage being fent from the- Rajah to .appeafe them, they continued, 
on this interpofition, for a while quiet. Then the Rajah retired to a fort of ftonc -pavilion .or 
baftion, te perform his devetions, the guard of Scpoys attending him in. this act of religion. 
In the mean time a perfon of the meancft itation, called a Chubdar, at beft -anfwering to our 
common beadle or tipftaff, was fent with a meflage (of what nature does not appear) from Mr.. 
Haftings or the Refident, tothe Prince under arreft ; and this bafe perfon, without regard to the 
rank of the prifoner, or to his then occupation, addrefied him in a rude, boifterous manner, 
6‘ paffionately and infultingly,’”? (as the faid Rajah has without contradiction aflerted) ** and re- 
<< viling him with a loud voice, gave both him and his people the.vileft abufe ;’” and the manner 
and matter being obfervable and audible to the multitude, divided only by an open {tone lattice 
from the fcene within ; and a firing commenced from without the palace ; on which the Rajah 
again interpofed, and did what in him lay to fupprefs the tumult, until an Englifh officer ftriking 
him with a tword, and wounding him on the hand, the people no longer kept any meafures, but 
broke through the inclofures of the palace. The infolent tipftaff was firft cut down, and the 
multitude falling upon the Sepoys and the Englifh officers, the whole, ,or nearly the whole, 
syrere cut to pieces ; the foldiers having been ordered to that fervice without any charges for their 
pieces. And in this tumult the Rajah, being juftly fearful of falling into`the hands of the faid 
Haftings, did make his efcape over the walls of his palace, by means of a rope, tormed of his 
turban tied together, into a boat upon the river, ana from thence into a place of fecurity ; aban- 
doning many of his family to the difcretion of the faid Haftings, who did caufe the faid palace 
to be occupied by a company of foldiers, after the flight cf the Rajah. 


XIII. 


That the Rajah, as foon as he had arrived at a þlace of refuge, did, on the very day of his 
flight, fend a fuppliant letter to the faid Haftings, filled with expreffions of concern (affirmed 
by the faid Haftings to be flight expreffions) for what had happened, and profeffions (taid by 
the faid Haftings to be indcfinite and sl aea) of fidelity: But the faid Warren Hattings, 
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though bound by his duty to hear the faid Rajah, and fo prevent extremities if poffilie, Leirg 
filled with infolence and malice, did not think it ‘* becoming of him to make any icpiy to it; 
#6 and that he thought he ordered the bearer of the letter to be told that it required none.” 


XIV. 


That this letter of fubmiffion having been received, the faid Rajah, not difcouraged or pro- 
voked from ufing every attempt towards peace and reconciliation, did again apply, on the very 
morning following, to Richard Johnfon, Efquire, for his interpofition, but to no purpofe ; and 
did ikewife, with as little effeQ, fend a meflage to Canta Babu, native Steward and confide- 
tial Agent of the faid Haftings, which was afterwards reduced into writing, 6$ to exculpute 
<< himfelf from any concern in what had pafied, and to profcis his obedience to his 27d 
<< (Haftings’s) izn whatever way he fhould dictate.”’’ But the faid Flaflings, for feveral fanis 
and contradi&tory reafons by him affigned, did not take any advantage of the faid opening, at- 
tributing the fame to artifice, in order to gain time; but inflead of accepting the faid fub- 
miffions, he did refolve wpon flight from the City of Benares, and did fuddenly fly thercirom 
in great confufion. 


AV. 


"That the faid Haftings did perfevere in his refolutions not to liften to any fubmifhion, or cfer 
of accommodation whatfoever, though feveral were afterwards made, through almoít every per- 
fon who might be fuppofed to have influence with him, but did caufe the Kajah’s trocps to be 
. attacked and fallen upon, though they only aéted upon the defenfive (as the Rajah has without 
contradiction afflerted) and thereby, and by his preceding refufal of propofitions of the fame 
nature, and by other his perfidious, unjuft, and tyrannical acts, by him perpetrated and done, 
and by his total improvidence in not taking any one rational fecurity whatfoever azainft the in- 
evitable confequences of thofe acts, did make himfelf guilty of all the mutual flaughter and de- 
vaftation which enfued, as well as, in his opinion, of the imminent danger of the total fubver- 
fion of the Britifh power in India, by the rifque of his own perfon, which he afierts that it did 
run; as alfe, ** that it ought not to be thought that he attributed too much confequence to 
<< his perfonal fafety, when he fuppofed the fate of the Britifh Empire in India connected with 
© ff; and that, mean as its fubftance may be, its accidental qualities were equivalent to thofe, 
<< which, like the charaS&ters. of a Talifman inthe Arabian Mythology, formed the efence of 
<< the State itfelf, reprefentation, title, and the effimate of the public opinion. That had he 
c fallen, fuch a ftroke: would be univerfally confidered as decifive of the national fate. Every 
< State round it would have ftarted into arms againft it ; and every /ubjeé? of its own dominion 
zc. would, according. to their feveral abilities, have become its enemy.” And that he knew, and 
has declared, that though the faid ftroke was not ftruck, that great convulfions did actually en- 
fue from his prorenngt < ‘That half the Province of Owde was in a ftate of as complete 
ec. rebellion as that of nares ;° and that invafions, tumults, and infurrections, were occa- 
fioned thereby in various. other parts. 


XVI. 


"That the faid Warren Haftings, after he had collected his forces from all parts, did, with 
Jittle difficulty or bloodfhed, fubfequent to that time, on the. part of his troops, and in a few 
days, entirely reduce the faid Province of Benares; and did, after the faid fhort, and little- 
_yefifted hoftility, in cold blood, ifue an order for burning a certain town, in which he accufed 
the people at large of having killed, ** upon what provocation he knows not,” certain wounded 
Sepoys who were prifoners ; which orders, being generally given,: when it was his duty to have 
made fome enquiry concerning the particular offenders, but which he did never make or caufe 
to be made, was cruel, inhuman, and tended to the deftruétion of the revenues of the Com- 
pany a and that this, and other atts of devaftation, did caufe the lofs -of two months of the 
©oie ons. 


AVIL. 


That the faid Warren Haftings did not only refufe the fubmiffions of the faid Rajah, which 
were frequently repeated through various perfons after he had left Benares, and even after the 
-defeat of certain of the Company’s forces, but did profcribe and except him from the pardons 
“which he iffued after he had fatished his vengeance on the Province of. Benares. 


XVIII. That 
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That the faid Warren Haftings did fend to a certain caftle called Bidzigur, the refidence of a 
perfon of high rank, called Pauna, the mother of the Rajah of Benares, with whom his wife, 
a woman defcribed by the faid Haftings ** to be of an amiable character,’’ and all the other 
women of the Rajah’s family, andthe furvivors of the family of his father, Bulwant Sing, a 
body of troops to difpoflefs them of her faid refidence, and to feize upon her money and effeéts, 
although fhe did not ftand, even by himfelf, accufed of any offence whatfocver; pretending, 
but not proving, and not attempting to prove, them nor fince, that the treafures therein con- 
tained were the property of the Rajah, and not her own; and did, in order to {timulate the 
Britith foldiery to rapine and outrage, iflue to them fevera} barbarous orders, contrary to the 
praciice of civilized nations, relative to their property, moveable and immoveable, attended 
with unworthy and unbecoming menaces, highly offenfive to the manners of the Eaft, and the 
particular refpeét there paid to the female fex; which letters and orders, as well as the letters 
which he had received from the Officers concerned, the faid Haftings did unlawfully fupprefs, 
until torced, by the difputes between him and the. faid Officers, to difcover the fame; and the 
faid orders are as follow : 


<< I am this inftant favoured with yours of yefterday. Mine of the fame date (22d October, 
1781) has before this time acquainted you with my refolutions and fentiments refpecting the 
<< Rannee (the mother of the Rajah Cheyt Sing). I think every demand fhe has made to you, 
except that of fafety and refpeét for her perfon, is unreafonable. If the reports brought to 
me are true, your rejecting her offers, or any negociations with her, would foon obtain you 
poffeffion of the Fort upon your own terms. I apprehend that fhe will contrive to defraud 
the captors of a confiderable part of the booty, by being fuffered to retire without examination. 
But this is your confideration, and not mine. JI Should be very forry that your officers and fudiers 
<< lf ANY PART of the reward to which they are fo well entitled, but I cannot make any ob- 
jection, as you muft be the beft judge of the expediency of the promifed indulgence to the 
' «c ‘Rannee. What you have engaged for, I will certainly ratify; but as to permitting the 
Rannee to hold the Purgunnah of Hurluk, or any other in the Zemindary, without being 
fubjeét to the authority of the Zemindar, or any lands whatever, or indeed making any condi- 
<< tions with her for a provifion, I will never confent to iż??? And in another letter to the fame 
perfon, dated Benares, 2d of November, 1781, in which he the faid Haftings confents that the 
iaid woman of diftincticn fhould be allowed to evacuate the place, and to reccive protection, 
he did exprefs himfelf as follows : ‘* I am willing to grant her now the fame conditions to which I 
<< at firft confented; provided that fhe delivers into your pofleffion, within twenty-four hours 
<< from the time of receiving your meflage, the Fort of Bidzigur, with the treafure and effects 
<< lodged therein by Cheyt Sing, or any of his adherents, with the referve only, as above- 
<< mentioned, of fuch articles as you /fhall think neceffary to her fex and condition, or as you fhall 
<< be difpofed cf yourfelf to indulge her with. If fhe complics, as I expect fhe will, it will be your 
€c part to fecure the Fort, and the property it contains, for the benefit of pu and detachment. 
<< I have only further to requeft that you will grant an efcort, if Pauna ould require it, te ` 
<< condu& her here, or wherever fhe may choofe to retire to. But fhould fhe refufe to execute 
<< the promife fhe has made, or delay it beyond the term of 24 hours, it is my pofttive injunétion 
that you immediately put a ftop to any further intercourfe or negociation with her, and on no 
<< pretext renew it. If fhe difappoints.or trifles with me, after I have fubjected my Duan to 
<< the difgrace of returning Sie sears by and of courfe myfelf to difcredit, I fhall-confider it as 
< a wanton affront and indignity which I can never forgive, nor will I grant her any conditions 
<c whatever, but leave her expofed to thofe dangers which fhe -has chofen to rifque, rather than 
<< truft to the clemency and generofity of our government. I think fhe. cannot. be ignorant o 
thefe confequences, and will not venture to incur them, and it is for this reafon I place a cae 
és ence on her offers, and have confented to fend my Duan to her.” 


XIX. 


That the Caftle aforefaid being furrendered upon terms of fafety, and on exprefs condition of 
not attempting to fearch their perfons, the woman of rank aforefaid, her female relations, and 
female dependants, to the number of three hundred, befides children, evacuated the faid Caftle ; 
but the fpirit of rapacity being excited by the letters and other proceedings -of the faid Haftings, 
the capitulation was fhamefully and outrageoufly broken, and in defpite of the endeavours of 
the commanding officer, the faid woman of high condition, and her female dependants, friends, 
and fervants, were plundered of the effects they carried with them, and-which were referved to 
them in the capitulation of their Fortrefs, and in their perfons were otherwife rudely and in- 
humanly dealt with, by the licentious followers of the camp; for which outrages, reprefented 
to the faid Haftings with great concern by the commanding officer,. Major Popham, he, the 
faid Haftings, did afterwards recommend a late and fruitlefs redrefs. 


XX. That 
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That the Governor General, Warren Haftings, in exciting the hopes of the militiry, by 
declaring them well entitled to the plunder of the Fortrefs aforefaid, the refidence of the mother 
and other women of the Rajah of Benares, and by wifhing the troops to fecure the fame for 
their own benefit, did advife and aét in direct contradiction to the orders of the Court of Dire- 
tors, and to his own opinion of his public duty, as well as to the truth and reality thereof; he 
having fome years before entered in writing the declaration which follows: ‘* ‘he very idea of 
<c prize money {uggefts to my remembrance the former diforders which arofe in our army from 
é this fource, and had alm2f? proved fatal teit. Of this circumftance you muft be fufficiensly 
c. apprized, and of the neceffity for difcouraging every expectation of this kind -mongit the 
<< troops—it is to be avoided like poifon. The bad effects of a fimilar meafure wre but too 
< plainly felt in a former period, and our Honourable Mafters did not fail on that occafion to 
€ reprobate with their cenfure, in the moft fevere terms, a practice which they regarded as the 
£ fource of infinite evils ; and which, if eftablifhed, would in their judgment neceflarily biing 
“€ corruption and ruin qn-their anny.” 


XXI. 


That the faid Haftings, after he had given the licenfe aforefaid, and that in confequence 
thereof the booty found in the Caftle, to the amount of 23,27,813 current rupees, was dilli- 
buted among the foldiers employed in its reduction, the faid Haftings did retraét his declaration 
of right, and his permiffion to the foldiers to appropriate to themfelves the plunder, and endea- 
voured by various devices and artifices to explain the fame away, and to recover the fpoil afore- 
faid for the ufe of the Company ; and wholly failing in his attempts to refume, by a breach of 
faith with the foldiers,. what he had unlawfully difpofed of by a breach of duty to his confti- 
tuents, he attempted to obtain the fame as a ‘loan, in which attempt hc alfo failed; and the 
aforefaid money being the only part of the treafures belonging to the Rajah, or any of his 
family that had been found, he was altogether fruftrated in the acquifition of every part of that 
difhonourable object, which alone he pretended to and purfued through a Jong feries of aéts 
of injuftice, inhumanity, oppreffion, violence, and bloodfhed, at the hazard of his perfon 
and reputation, and, in.his own opinion, at.the rifk of the. total fubverfion of the Britith 


Empire. 
XXII. 


That the faid Warren Haftings, after the commiffion of the offences aforefaid, being weli 
aware that he fhould be called to an account for the fame, did, by the evil counfel and agency 
of Sir Elijah Impey, Knight, his Majefty’s Chief Juftice, who was then out of the limits of 
his jurifdiction, caufe to be taken’at Benares, before or by the faid Sir Elijah Impey, and 
through the intervention, not of the -Company’s interpreter, but of a certain private inter- 

reter of his, the faid Haftings’s, own appointment, and a dependant on h:m, called Major 
Sexy, feveral declarations and depofitions by natives of Indoftan, and did alfo caufe to be taken 
before the faid Sir Elijah Impey, feveral -atteftations in Englifh, made by Britifh fubjects, and 
which were afterwards tranfmitted to Calcutta, and laid before the Council General, fome of 
which depofitions were upon oath, fome upon honeur,.and others neither upon oath nor honcur, 
but all or moft of which were of an irregular and irrelevant nature, and not fit or decent to 
be taken by a Britith magiftrate, or to be tranfmitted to a-Britifh government. 


MITT. 


‘That one of the faid atteftations (but not on oath) was made by a principal Minifter of 
the Nabob of Owde, to whom the faid Haftings had fome time before propofed to fell the 
fovereignty of that very territory of Benares; and that one other atteftation (not upon oath) 
was made by a native woman of diftinction, whofe fon he, the faid Haftings, did a€tually pro- 
mote to the: government of Benares, vacated by the unjuft expulfion of the Rajah aforetaid, 
and who in her depofition did declare, that fhe confidered the expelled Rajah as her enemy ; 
and that. he never..did- confer with her, or fuffer her to be acquainted with any of his 
defigns. | 


XXIV. 


That befides the depofitions of perfons interefted in the ruin of the Rajah, others were made 
by perfons who then received penfions from him the faid Haftings; and feveral of the affidavits 
were made by perfans of mean condition, and fo-wholly illiterate as not to be able to write 


their pames. : 
XXV. That 


Thet he, the faid Haftings, did alfo caufe to be examined, by various proofs and effays, the 
refult of which was delivered in upon honour, the quality of certain military {tores taken by 
the Britifh troops from the faid Rajan of Benares ; and upon the report that the fame werc of a 
good quality, and executed by perfons converfant in the making of good military ftores, 
although the cannon was ftated by the fame authority to be bad, he, the faid Warren Haftings, 
from the report aforefaid, did malicioufly, and contrary to the principles of natural and legal 
reafon, infer that the infurrection which had been raifed by his own violence and oppreffion, 
and rendered for a time fuccefsful by his own improvidence, was the confequence of a preme- 
ditated dcefign to overturn the Britiih empire in India, and to exterminate therefrom the Britifh 
nation; whichdefign, if it had been tree, the faid Haftings might have known, or rationally 
conjectured, and ought to have provided againft. And if the faid Haftings had received any 
credible information of fuch defign, it was his duty to lay the fame before the Council Board, 
and to itate the fame to the Rajah wien he was in a condition to have given an anfwer thereto, 
or to obferve thereon; and not after he had profcribed and driven him from his dominions, to 
have enquired into offences to juftify the previous infliction of punifhment, 


XXVI. 


That it does not appear that in taking the faid depofitions there was any perfon prefent ọn 
the part of the Rajah to object to the competence or credibility, or relevancy of any of the 
faid affidavits, or other atteftations, or to account, otherwife than as the faid deponents did ac- 
count, for any of the facts therein ftated ; nor were any copies thereof fent to the faid Rajah, 
although the Company had a Minifter at the place of his refidence, namely, in the camp of the 
Maahratta Chief, Scindia, fo as to enable him to tranfmit to the Company any matters which 
might induce or enable them to do juftice to the injured Prince aforefaid. And it does not appear 
that the faid Haftings has ever produced any witnefs, letter, or other document, tending to 
prove that the faid Rajah ever did carry on any hoftile negociation whatever with any of thofe 
powers with whom he was charged with a confpiracy againft the Company, previous to the 
period of the faid Haftings’s having arrefted him in his palace, although he, the faid Haftings, 
had various agents at the Courts of all thofe Princes; and that a late principal agent and near 
relation of a Minifter of one of them, the Rajah of- Berar, called Benaram Pundit, was, at 
the time of the tumult at Benares, actually with the faid Haftings, and the laid Benaram Pun- 
dit was by him highly applauded for his zeal and fidelity, and was therefore by him rewarded 
with a large penfion on thofe very revenues which he had taken from the Rajah Cheyt Sing ; 
and if fuch a confpiracy had previoufly exifted, the Mahratta Minifter aforefaid muft have 
known, and would have attefted it. 


XXVII. 


That it appears that the faid Warren Haftings, at the time that he formed his defign of 
feizing upon the treafures of the Rajah of Benares, and of depofing him, did not believe him 
guilty of that premeditated project for driving the Englifh out of India, with which he after- 
wards thought fit to charge him, orthat he was really guiity of any other great offence ; be- 
caufe he has caufed it to be depofed, that if the faid Rajah fhould pay the fum of money by 
him exaéted, ‘the would fettle his Zemindary upon him on the moft eligible footing :? Whereas, 
if he had conceived him to have entertained traiterous defigns againit the Company, from 
whom he held his tributary eftate, or had been otherwife guilty of fuch enormous offcnces as 
ta make it neceflary to take extraordinary methods for coercing him, it would not have.been 
proper for him to fettle upon fuch a traitor and criminal the- Zemindary of Benares, or any 
other territory, upon the moft eligible, or upon any other footing whatever ; whereby the faid 
Huftings has by his own {tating demonftrated, that the money intended to have been exaéted 
was not as a punifhment for crimes, but that the crimes were pretended for the purpofe of ex- 


acting money. 


XXVIII. 


That the faid Warren Haftings, in order to juftify the 2&s of violence aforefaid to the Court 
of Direétors, did affert certain falfe faéts, known by him to be fuch, and did draw from them 
certain falfe and dangerous inferences, utterly fubverfive of the rights of the Princes and fub- 
jects dependent on the Britifh nation in India, contrary to the principles of all juft govern- 
ment, and highly difhonourable to that of Great-Britain ; namely, that the ** Rajah of Be- 
«© nares was not a vaflal or tributary Prince ; and that the deeds which paffed between him and 
€ the Board upon the transfer of the Zemindary in 1775, were not to be underftood to bear 
s the quality and force of a treaty upon optional conditions between equal States; that the 

-U '& payments 
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<e payments to be made by him were not a tribute, but a rent; and that the inftruments by 
«<< which his territories were conveyed to him did not differ from common grants to Zemindars, 
« who were merely fubjeéts ; but that being nothing more than a common Zemindar and mere 
« fubjeét, and the Company holding the acknowledged rights of his former Sovereign, held an 
«< abfolute authority over him; that in the known relations of Zemindar to the fovereign au- 
«< thority or power delegated by it, he owed a perfonal allegiance, and an implicit and unre- 
<< ferved obedience to that authority, at the forteiture of his Zemindary, and even of his life 
<¢ and property.”” Whereas the faid Haftings did well know, that whether the payments from 
the Rajah were called rent or tribute, having been frequently by himfelf called the one and the 
other, and that of whatever nature the inftruments by which he held might have been, he did 
not confider him as a common Zemindar or landholder, but as far independent as a tributary 
Prince could be ; for he did aflign as a reafon for receiving his rent rather within the Com- 
pany’s province than in his own capital, that it would not ‘* fruftrate the intention of render- 
€ ing the Rajah independent; that if a Relident was appointed to receive the money as it be- 
« came due at. Benares, fuch £ Refident would unavoidably acquire an influence over the 
<< Rajah and over his country, which would in effect render him: the mafter of both; that this 
<< confequence might not perhaps be brought completely to pa‘s without a ftruggle, and many 
-€€ appeals to the Council, which, in a government conftituted like this, cannot fail to ter- 
«< minate again{t the Rajah, and by the conftruGion to which his oppofition tothe agent would 
“<¢ be liable, might eventually draw on him fevere reftrictions, and end in reducing him to the 


<c mean and depraved fiate of a Zemindar.” 
“KX MEX. 
And the faid Haftings, in the faid Minute of Confultation, having enumerated the frauds, 


embezzlements, and oppreffions which would enfue from the Rajah’s being in th J’cpendent 
{tate aforefaid ; and having obviated all apprehenfions fiom giving ro him the in p t<¢ tymbols 


of dominion, did affert, ** that without fuch appearance, he would expect fron: evers «hange 
<< of government additional demands to be made upon him; and wouid of sinini i tereng to 
<< all the arts of -intrigue arid concealment practifed by other dependent Raians. wives would 
«c keep him indigent and weak, and eventually prove hurtful tothe Companys. Bert ibat by 
< proper encouragement and proteétion, he might prove a profitable dey i-dant, an ufeful 


<< barrier, and even a powerful ally to the Company; but that he would bs neither, if the 
<< conditions of his conneétion. with the Company were left open to future variations.” 


~XXX, 


"That if the fa€&t had been true, that the Rajah of Benares was merely an eminent land- 
holder, or any other fubje&t, the wicked and dangerous doctrine aforefaid, namely, that he 
owed a perfonal allegiance, and an implicit and unreferved obedience to the fovercizn autho- 
rity, at the forfeiture of his Zemindary, and even of his life and property, at the difcretion 
of thofe who held, or fully reprefented the fovereign authority, doth leave fecurity neither for 
life nor property to any perfons refiding under the’ Company’s protection; and that no futh 
powers, nor any powers of that nature, had been delegated to the faid Warren Haftings, by 
any provifions of the Act-of ‘Parliament appointing a Governor-General and Council at -Fort 
William in Bengal. ' 


XXXI. 


That the faid Warren Haftings did alfo advance another ‘dangerous and pernicious principle, 
in juftification of his violent, arbitrary, and iniquitous actings aforcfaid; namely, ‘** that if he 
<: had aéted with an unwarrantable rigour, and even injuftice towards Cheyt Sivg, yet, firft, 
«c if he did believe that extgaordinary means were neceflary, and thofe exerted with a flrong 
« hand, to preferve the Company’s interefts from finking under the accumulated weight that 
« opprefled them ; or, fecondly, if he faw a political neceffity for curbing the everzroun power 
« of agreat Member of their dominion, and to make it contribute to the relief of their prefling 
s% exigencies ; that his error would be excufable, as prompted by an excefs of zeal for their 
&« (the.Company’s) intereft, operating with too ftrong a bias on hisjudgment ;—but that much 
«c ftronger is the prefumption that fuch aéts are founded on juft principies, than that they are 
« the refult of a mifguided judgment.’ That the faid doctrines are, in both the members 
thereof, fubverfive of all the principles of juft government, by empowering a Governor with 
delegated authority in the firft cafe, on his own private belief concerning the receffities of the 
‘f{tate, not to levy an impartial and equal rate of taxation fuitable to the circumftances of the 
feveral members.of the community, but to feleét any inaividual from the farne as an object of 
arbitrary and unmeafured impofition; and, in the fecond cafe, enabling the fame Governor, on 
the fame arbitrary principles, to determine whofe property fhould be confidered as overgrown, 
and to reduce the fame at his pleafure. 

PART 
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SECOND REVOLUTION in BENARES. 


PP HAT the faid Warren Haftings, after he had, in the manner aforefaid, unjuftly and vio- 

lently expelled the Rajah Cheyt Sing, the Lord or Zemindar of Benares, from his faid 
Lordfhip or Zemindary, did, of his own mere ufurped authority, and without any communi- 
cation with the other Members of the Council of Calcutta, appoint another perfon, of the name 
of Mehip Narrain, a defcendant by the mother from the late Rajah Bulwant Sing, te the govern- 
ment of Benares; and, on account or pretence of his youth and inexperience (the faid Mehip 
Warrain not being above twenty years old) did appoint his father Durbege Sing to aét as his 
reprefentative or adminiftrator of his affairs ; but did give a controultmg authority to the Britifh 
Refident over both, notwithftanding his declarations before-mentioned of the mifchiefs likely 
to happen to the faid country from the eftablifhment of a Refident, and his opinion frnce de- 
clared, in a letter to the Court of Direétors, dated from this very place- ( Benares) the rft of 
October, 1784, to the fame or ftronger effe&t, in cafe ** Agents are fent into the country, and 
‘ armed with authority for the.purpofes of vengeance and corruption, for to no other will they 
6c be applied.” 


That the faid Warren KRaftings did, by the fame ufurped authority, entirely fet afide all the 
agreements made between the late-Rajah and thè Company (which were real agreements with the 
State of Benares, in the perfon of the Lord or Prince thereof, and his heirs); and without.any 
form of trial, inquifition, or other legal procefs, for forfeiture of the privileges of the people 
to be governed by magiftrates of their own, and according to their natural laws, cuftoms, 
and uʻages, did, contrary to the faid agreement, feparate the mint and the criminal juftice from 
the faid government, and did veft the mint in the Britifh Refident, and the criminal.juftice in a 
Mahomedan native of hisown appointment; and did enhance the tribute to be paid from the 
province from £.250,000 anually, limited by ‘treaty, or théreabouts, to: three hundred and 
thirty thoufand pounds for the firit year, and to four hundred thoufand for every year after; and 
did compe! the adminiftrator aforefaid (father to the Rajah) to agree to the fame; and did, by 
the fame ufurped authority, illegally impofe, and caule to be levied,-fundry injudicious and 
opprefflive duties‘on goods and merchandize, which did greatly impair the trade of the province, 
and threaten the utter ruin thereof; and did charge feveral penfions on the faid revenues, ‘of 
his own mere authority ; and did fend and keep up various bodies of the Company’s troops in 
the faid country, and did perform fundry other aéts, with regard to the faid: territory, in total 
fubverfion of the rights of the Sovereign and the people, and in violation of the treaties and 
agreements afcrefaid. 


‘That the faid Warren Haftings being abfent, on account of ill health, from the Prefidency 
of Caicutta, at a place called Nia Serai, about forty miles diftant therefrom, did carry on a 
fecret correfpondence with the Refident at Benares, and under colour that the inftalments for 
the new ‘rent or tribute were in arrear,- did, of his own authority, make, in about one-year, a 
fecond revolution in the government of the territory aforefaid; and did order and direct thar 
Yurbege Sing aforefaid, father of the Rajah, and adminiftrator of his authority, fhould ‘be 
deprived of his office and of his Jands, and thrown into prifon, and did threaten him with 
death, although he, the faid Warren Haftings, had, at the time of the making his new 
azranzement, declared himfelf fenfible that the rent aforefaid might require abatement ; although 
he was well apprized that the adminiftrater had been for twe months of his adminiftration in a 
weak and languid ftate of body, and wholly incapable of attending to the bufinefs of the col- 
leQions ; though a confideraLle drought had prevailed in the faid province, and did confe- 
quently affect the regularity and produce of the collections; and though he had other fufScient 
rcafon to believe that the faid adminiftrator had not himfelf received from the collectors of gə- 
vernment, and the cultivators of the foil, the rent in arrear; yet he, the faid Warren Haftings, 
without any known procefs, or recording any anfwer, defence, plea, exculpation, or apology 
from the party, or recording any other grounds of rigour againft him, except the followin 
paragraph of a letter from the Refident, not only gave the order as aforefaid, but did after- 
wards, without laying any other or better ground before the Council General, perfuade them 
to, and did procure from them, a confirmation ef the aforefaid cruel and iNegal proceedings, 
the correfpondence concerning which had not been before communicated: he pleading his til- 
nefs for not communicating the fame, though that illnefs did not prevent him from carrying on 
correfpondence concerning the depolition of the faid adminiftrator,- and other important: affairs 
in various places. | 

That 


C 7 3 


That in the letter to the Council, requiring the confirmation of his acts aforefuid, the faid 
Warren Haftings did not only prepofe the confinement of the faid adminiftrator at Benares, 
although by his imprifonment he muft have been. in a great meafure difubled from recevering 
the balances due to him, and for the non-payment of which he was thus imprifoned, Lut did 
propofe as an alternative his imprifonment at a remote fortrefs, out of the faid territory, and 
in the Company’s provinces called Chunar; decfiring them to direct the Refident at Benarcs 
“<< to exact fiom Baboo Durbitzee Sing every rupee of the colleétions wich it fhall appear that 
e< he has made, and not brought to account; and either to confine him at Benares, or to fend 
him a prifoner to Chunar, and to keep him in confinement until he thal] have difcharved the 
«< whole of the amount due from him? And the faid Warren Haftings did affign motives of 
paffion and perfonal refentment for the faid unjuft and rigorous proceedings, as follows: ‘+ I 
<< feel myfelf, and may be allowed on fuch an occafion to acknowledge it, perfonaliy hurt at 
c the ingratitude of this man, and at the difcredit which his ill conduét has thrown on my 
< appointment of him. He has deceived me; he has offended azain{t the Government which 
‘c Ithen reprefented.”? -And, as a further reafon for depriving him of his jaghire (or falary 
out of land) he did infinuate in the faid letter, but without giving or offering any proof, ** that 
€ the faid .Rajah had been guilty of dlittie and mean peculations, although the appointments 
€ affigmed to him had been fufficient to free him from the temptations thereto.” 


That it appears, as it might naturally have been expected, that the wife of the faid admini- 
ftrator, the daughter of Bulwant Sing the late Rajah of Benares, and her fon the reigning 
Rajah, did oppofe to the beft of their power, but by what remonftrances, or upon what plea, 
the faid Warren Haftings did never inform the Court of Dire&tors, the depofition, imprifenment, 
and confifcation of the eftates of the hufband of the one, and the father of the other; but that the 
faid Haftings, perfifting in his malice, did declare to the faid Council as follows: ++ The oppofition 
‘< made by the Rajah and the old Rannee, both equally incapable of judging for them/e/ves, do 
certainly originate from fome fecret influence, which ought to be checked by a decided and 


peremptory declaration of the authority of the Board, -and a denunciation of their difpleafure 
‘© at their prefumption.” 


That the faid Warren Haftings, not fatisfied with the injuries done, and the infults and dif- 
graces offered to the family aforefaid, did, in a manner unparalleled, except by an act of his 
own on another occafion, fraudulently and inhumanly endeavour to make the wife ard fon of 
the faid adminiftrator, contrary to the fentiments and the law of nature, the inftruments of his 
oppreffions, directing, ** that if they (the mother and fon aforefaid) could be induced to yield 
< the appearance of a cheerful acquiefcence in the new arrangements, and to adopt it as a measure 
“<< formed with their participation, it would be better than that it fhouid be done by a declared 
<< act of compulfion, but that at all events it ought to be done.” 7 


That, in confequence of the preffing declarations aforefaid, the faid Warren Haftings did on 
his fpecial recommendation appoint, in oppofition to the wifhes and defires of the Rajah and 
his mother, another perfon to the adminiftration of his affairs, called Jagher Deo Seo. 


That the Company havirg fent exprefs orders for the fending the Refident by them before 
appointed to Benares, the faid Warren Haftings did ftrongly oppofe himfelf to the fame; and 
did throw upon the perfon appointed by the Company (Francis Fowke. Efquire) fevera] ftrong 


but unfpecified reflections and afperfions, contrary to the duty he owed to the Company, and 
to the juftice he owed to all its fervants. 


That the faid Refident being appointed by the votes of the reft of the Council, in obedience 
to the reiterated orders of the Company, and in defpite of the oppofition of the faid Haftings, 
did proceed to Benares; and on the reprefentation of the parties, and the fubmiffion of the 
accounts of the aforefaid.-Durbitzee Sing to an arbitrator, did find him, the faid Durbitzee 
Sing,. in debt to the Company for a fum not confiderable enough to juftify the fevere treatment 
of the faid Durbitzee Sing: his wife and fon complaining, at or about the fame time, that the 
balances due to. him. from the aumils, or fub-collectors, had been received by the new admini- 
{trator, and carried to his own credit, in prejudice and wrong to the faid. Durbitzee Sing.; 


which reprefentation, the only one that has been tranfmitted on the part of the faid fufferers, 
has not been contradiéted. 


That it appears that the faid Durbitzee Sing did afterwards go to Calcutta, for the redrefs of 
his grievances; and that it does not appear that the fame were redrefled, or even his complaints 
heard, but he received two peremptory orders from the Supreme Council to Jeave the faid 
city, and to return to Benares: that on his return to Benares, and being there met by 


W arren Haftings aforefaid, he, the faid Warien Haftings, allhough he had reafon to be weil 
| aflured 
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effured that the faid Durbitzee Sing was in poffeffion of fmall or no fubftance, did again 
cruclly and inhumanly, and without any legal authority, order the faid Durbitzee Sing to be 
{tricily imprit..ned : and the faid Durbitzee Sing, in confequence of the vexations, hardfhips, 


and oppreifions aforefaid, died in a fhort time after, infolvent ; but whether in prifon or not, 
does not appear. 


E ABR £ V. 
THIRD REYOLUTION in BEN ARES: 


fh HAT the faid Warren Haftings having, in the manner before recited, divefted Durbitzee 
Sing of the Adminiftration of the Province of Benares, did, of his own arbitrary will 
and pleafure, and againft the remonítrances-of the Rajah and his Mother (in whofe name and 
in whofe right the faid Durbitzee Sing, Father of the one and Hufband of the other, had ad- 


miniftered the affairs of the Government) appoint a perfon, called Jagher Deo Seo, to ad- 
minifter the fame. 


‘That.the new Adminiftrator, warned by the fevere example made of his Predeceffor, is re- 
prefented by the faid Warren Haftings as having made it his {** avowed principle’’ (as it 
might be expeéted it fhould be) ‘* that the fum fixed for the revenue muf? be collected.’ 
And he did, upon the principle aforefaid, and by the means fuggefted by a principle of that 
fort, accordingly levy from the country, and did regularly difcharge to the Britifh Refident 
at Benares, by monthly payments, the fums impofed by the faid Warren Haftings, as- it is 
afferted by the Refident Fowke ;, but the faid Warren Haftings did affert, that his annual 
collections did not amount to more than lack 37,537,600, or thereabouts, which he fays is 


much fhort of the revenues of the province, and is by about twenty-four thoufand pounds 
{hort of his agreement. 


‘That it further appears, that notwithftanding the new Adminiftrator aforefaid was appointed 
two months, or thereabouts, after the beginning of the Fufeli year, that is to fay, about the 
„middle of November, 1782, and the former Adminiftrator had collected a certain portion of the 
revenues of that year, amounting to £.17,c00, and upwards; yet he, the faid new Admi- 
niftrator, upon the unjuft and deitruétive principle aforefaid, fuggefted by the cruel And violent 
‘proceedings of the faid Warren Haftings towards his Predeceilor, did levy on the province, 
within the faid year, the whole amount of the revenues to be colleéted, in addition te the fum 
.colleéted by his Predeceffor aforefaid. 


That, on account of a great drought which prevailed in the province aforefaid, a remiffion of 
certain duties in grain was propofed by the Chief Criminal Judge at Benares; but the Admi- 
niftrator aforefaid, being fearful that the revenue fhould fall {hort in his hands, did ftrenuoufly 
oppofe himfelf to the neceflary relief to the inhabitants of the faid city. 


That notwithftanding the cantonment of feveral bodies of the Company’s troops within the 
province, fince the abolition of the Native Government, it became fubjeét in a particular 
manner to the depredations of the Rajahs upon the borders; infomuch that in one quarter no 


fewer than thirty villages. had been facked and burned, and the inhabitants reduced to the moft 
extreme dittre(s. 


That the Refident, in his letter to the Board at Calcutta, did reprefent that the collection of 
the revenue was become very difficult; and, befides the extreme drought, did affign for a caufe 
of that difficulty the following : 


s ‘That there is alfo one fund, which, in fermer years, was often applied in this country to 
remedy temporary inconveniences in the revenue, and which in the prefent year does not 
‘© exift. ‘I his was the private fortunes of merchants and fhroffs (bankers) refident in Benares, 
from whom auwils (collectors) of credit could obtain temporary loans, to fatisfy the im- 
mediate calls of the Rajah. Thefe fums, which ufed to circulate between the aumil and the 
merchant, have been turned into a different channel, by bills of exchange to defray the ex- 
pences of Government, both on the Weft Coait of India, and alfo at Madrafs.’? ‘lo which 
2 reprefentation 
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teprefentation it does not appear that any anfwer was given, or that any mode of redrefs was 
adopted in confequence thereof, 


That the faid Warren Haftings, having paffed through the Province of Benares (Gauziporc) 


dn his progrefs towards Owde, did, in a letter dated from the City of Lucknow the 2d of April, 
3784, give to the Council Board at Calcutta an account (highly difhonourable to the Britith 
Government) of the effe& of the arrangements made by himfelf in the years 1781 and 1782, in 
the words following :' ** Having contrived, by making forced ‘ftages, while the troops of my 


os 
<< 


efcort marched at the ordinary rate, to make a ftay of five days at Benares, I was thereby 
furnifhed with the means of acquiring fome knowledge of the ftate of the Province, which I 
am anxious to communicate to you. Indeed the enquiry, which was in @ great degree ob- 
truded upon. me, affeéted-me with very mortifying reflections on my inability to apply it to 
any ufeful purpofe From the confines of Buxar to Penares, I was followed and fatigued by the 
clamours of the difcontented inhabitants. It was what I expected in a degrec, becaute it is rare 
that the exercife of authority fhould prove fatisfactory to all who are the objects of it. The 
diftrefles which were produced by the long continued drought, unavoidably tended to heighten 
the general difcontent ; yet I bavereafn to fear that the caufe exifted princi; ally in a defective, 
if net a corrupt and oppreffive, Adminifiraticn.”’ << Of a multitude of petitions which were 
prefented to me, and of which I took minutes, every one, that did not relate to a perfonal 
grievance, contained the reprefentation of one and the fame fpecies of opprefiion, which is in 
its nature.of an influence moft fatal to the future cultivation. M he praétice to which I allude 
is this: It is affirmed that the aumils and renters exact, from the proprictors of the actual 
harveft, a large increafe in kind on their ftipulated rent ; that is, from thofe who hold their 
potta by the tenure of paying onedalf of the produce of their crops, either the whole, with- 
out fubterfuge, or a Jarge proportion of it by a falfe meafurement, or other pretexts ; and from 
thofe, whofe engagements zre for a fixed rent 77 meney, the half, or a greater proportion, is 
taken in -&ind. This is in effeét a tax upon the induftry of the inhabitants; fince there is 
fcarce a field of grain in the Province, Z might fay nst one, which has not been preferved 
by the inceffant labour of the cultivator, by digging wells for their ‘fupply, or watcring them 
from the welis:of mafonry, with which their country abounds, or from the neighbouring 
tanks,. rivers, and nullahs. “The people who impofed on themfelves this voluntary and ex- 
traordinary labour, and-not unattended with expence, did it on the expectation of reaping the 
profits of it; and it is certain they would not have done it, if they had known that their 
Rulers, from whom they were entitled to an indemnification, would take from them what they 
had fo hardly earned. If the fame Adminiftration continues, and the country fhall again 
labour under a want of rain, every field will be aband:ned, the revenue fail, and thoufands perifs 
through want of fubfifteace ; for who will labour for the fole benefit of others, and to make 


‘himfelf the fubjeét of exaction? Thefe practices are to be imputed to the Naib himfclf: 


(the Adminiftrator forced by the. faid Warren Haftings on the prefent Rajah of Benares). 
‘The avowed principle on which he a&€ts, and which he acknowledged to myfelf, is, that 
the whele-fum- fixed for the revenue of ‘the province mu/? be collected ; and that, for this pur- 
pofe, the deficiencies arifing in places where the crops have failed, or which have been left 
uncultivated, muft be fupplied from the refources of others, where the foil has been better 
‘fuited-to the feafon, or the induftry of the cultivators hath been more fuccefsfully exerted : 
a principle which, however fpecious and plaufible it may at firft appear, certainly tends to the 


-moft pernicious and deftru€tive confequences. If this declaration of the Naib had been made only 


to myfelf, I might have doubted my conftruction of it; but it was repeated by himto Mr. 
Anderfon,- who underftood it exaétly in the fame fenfe. Inthe management of the cuftoms, 
the conduét of the Naib or of the Offficer undcr him, was forced alfo upon my attention. 
The exorbitant rates exalted by an arbitrary valuation of the goods; the practice of exacting 
duties #wice on the fame goods, firft from the -feller, and afterwards from the buyer; and 
the vexations, difputes and delays, drawn on the merchants by thefe oppreflions, were loudly 
complained of : and fome inftances of this kind were faid to exift at the very time I was at 
Benares. Under fuch circumftances, we are not to wonder if the merchants of foreign coun- 
tries are difcouraged from reforting to Benares, and if the commerce of that Province fhould 


-annually decay. .Other.evils, or imputed evils, have accidentally come to my knowledge, 


which.I[ will not now particularize; as I hope that, with the affiftance of the Refident, they 
may be: in part corrected. One evil I muft mention, becaufe it has been verified by my 
own obfervation, and is of that kind which reflects an unmerited reproach on our general and 
national charaéter. “When I was at Buxar, the Refident, at my defire, enjoined the Naib 


: to appoint creditable people to every town through which our route lay, to perfuade and 


encourage the inhabitants to remain in their houfes, promifing to give them guards as I ap- 
proached, and they required it for their protection; and that he might perceive how earneit 
I was for his obfervation of this precaution, I repeaied it to him in perfon, and difmiffed 


him, that.he might preeede-me for that purpofe. But, to my great difappointment, / found 


<c every 
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“€ every place, through which I paffed, abandoned; nor had there been a man left in any of them 
sc for their protection. I am forry to add, that, from Buxar to the oppo/ire Boundary, have 
s< fen nothing but traces of complete devaftation in every village; whether caufed by the followers 
& of the troops, which have lately paffed, for their natural relief, and I knew not whether my own 

may not have had their fhare, or from the apprehenfions of the inhabitants left to them- 
‘< felves, and of themfelves deferting their houfes. I with to acquit my own countrymen of the 

blame of thefe unfavourable appearances, and in my own heart I do acquit them ; for at one 
encampment a crowd of people came to me, complaining that their new aumil (collector) 
on the approach of any military detachment, himnfelf firft fled from the place; and the inba- 
bitants, having no one to whom they could apply for redrefs, or for the reprefentation of their 
grievances, and being thus remedile/s, fled alfa; fo that their houjes and effects became a prey to 
any perfen wha chofe ta pluader them. “The general conclufion appeared to me an inevitable 
confequencce from fuch a ftate of facts; and my own fenfes bore teftimony to it in this fpe- 
cinc initznce: nor do I -know how it is -poflible for any offcer commanding a military 
party, how attentive foever he may be to the difcipline and forbearance of his people, 
to prevent diforders, when there is neither oppofitian to hinder, mor evidence to dete& them. 


‘Thefe and.many other irregularities, I impute /olely to the Naib, and recommend his inftant 
& removal. 


s I cannot help remarking, that except the City of Benares, the Province is in efect withcut 
“<< a government. The Adminifiration of the Province is mifconduéted, and the people oppreffed, 


trade difcouraged, and the revenue in’ danger of a rapid decline, from the violent appropriation 
SE ef its means.”” 


That the faid Warren Haftings did recommend to the Council, for a remedy of the diforders 
and calamities which had arifen from his own aéts, difpofitions, and appointments, that the 
Adminiftrator aforetaid fhould be inftantly removed from his office; attributing the aforefaid 
 €€ irregularities, and many cthers, folely to him ;’’? although on his own reprefentation, it does 
appear that he was the fole caufe of the irregularities therein defcribed: neither does it appear 
that the Adminiftrator, fo by the faid Haftings nominated and removed, was properly charged 
and called to anfwer for the faid recited irregularities, or for the many others not recited, but 
attributed {olely to him ; nor has any plea or excufe from him been tranfmitted to the Board, or 
to the Court of Directors: but he was, at the inftance of the faid Hattings, deprived of his 
faid office, contrary to the principles of natural juítice, in a violent and arbitrary manner ; 
which proceeding, combined with the example made of his predeceflor, muft neceflarily leave 
to the perfon, who thould fucceed to the faid office, no diftinét principle upon-which he might 
act with’fafety. But, in comparing the confequences of the two delinquencies charged, the 
failure of the payment of the revenues (from whatever caufe it may arife) is more likely to be 
avoided than any fevere courfe towards the inhabitants; as the former fault was, befides the 
deprivation of office, attended with two imprifonments, with a menace of death, and an aétual 
death, in difgrace, poverty, and infolvency ; whereas the latter, namely, the oppreffion, and 
thereby the total ruin of the country, charged on .the fecond Adminiftrator, was only followed 
by a lofs of office ; although he, the faid Warren Haftings, did further affert (but with what 


truth docs not appear) that the collection of the laft Adminiftrator had fallen much fhort of the 
revenue of the Province. is 


That the faid Warren Haftings himfelf was fenfible that-the frequent changes by him made 
‘ would much diforder the management of the revenues, and feemed defirous of concealing his 
intentions concerning the laft charge until the time of its execution. Yet it appears by a Dier 
from the Britifh Refident, dated 23d of June, 1784, ‘* that a very ftrone report prevailed at 
e Benares of his (the faid Haftings’s) intentions of appointing a new Naib for the approachin 
< year; and that the effect, which the prevalence of fuch an idea amongft the Aumils woul 
< probably have on the cultivation at this particular time. The heavy mofuffil kifts [harveft 
‘<< inftalments] have now been collected by the Aumils; the feafon of tillage is arrived., the 
<¢ Ryots [country farmers] muft be indulged, and even affifted by advances ; and the Aumil 
<c muft lock for his returns in the abundance of the crop, the confeguence id this early attention 
<< to the cultivation. The effect is evident which the report of a change in the firf? officer of the 
‘© Revenue muft have on the minds of the Aumils, by leaving them at an uncertainty of what they 
have in future to expeé? ; and, in proportion to the degree of this uncertainty, their efforts 
< and expences in promoting the cultivation will be languid and fparing. 


¢¢ In compliance with the Naib’s requeft, I have written to all the Aumils, encouraging and 
e ordering them to attend to the cultivation of their refpective diftriéts. But I conceive | fhould 
“¢ be able to promote this very defirable intention much more eftectually, if you will honour me 


“Ss with 
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c with the communication of your intentions on this fubject. At the fame time I cannot help 
& juft remarking, that, if a change is intended, the fooner it takes place the more the bad effects 
«c I have defcribed will be obviated.” 


That the Council, having received the propofition for the removal of the Adminiftrator 
aforefaid, did alfo in a letter to him (the faid Haftings) condemn the frequent changes by 
him made in the Adminiftration of the collections of Benares; but did confent to fuch 
alterations as might be made without encroaching on the rights eftablifhed by his (the faid 
Hattings’s) agreement in the year 1781, and did defire him to tran{mit to them his plan for a new 
Adminiftration. 


That the faid Haftings did tranfmit a:plan, which, notwithftanding the evils which had hop- 
pened from the former frequent changes, he did propofe as a temporary expedient for the Aumi- 
niftration of the revenues of the faid Province; in which no provilion was made for the reduc- 
tion or remiffion of revenue, as exigences might require ; or for the extraction of the circulating 
{pecie from the faid Province; or for the fupply of the neceflary advances for cultivation; nor 
for the removal or prevention of any cf the grievances by him before complained of, other then 
an infpeétion by the Refident and the chief Criminal Magiftrate of Benares, and other regula- 
tions equally void of effet and authority: and which plan Mr. Stables, one of the Supreme 
Council, did altogether reje&t ; but the fame was .approved of, as a temporary expedient, with 
fome exceptions, by two other members of the board, Mr. Wheler and Mr. Macpherion, 
declaring the /aid arres Haftings refponfible for the temporary expediency of the fame. 


‘That the faid Warren Haftings, in the plan aforefaid, having ftrongly okjeéted to the appoint- 
ment of any European colleéters, that is to fay, of any European fervants of the Company being 
concerned in the fame, declaring that there had been fufficient experience of the ill effects of 
their being fo employed in the Province of Bengal; by which the faid Haftings did either, in 
loofe and general terms, convey a falfe imputation upon the conduct of the Company’s fervants 
employed in the colleétion of the revenues of Bengal; or he was guilty of a criminal neclect 
of duty, in not bringing to punifhment. the particular perfons,: whole evil practices had given 
rife to fuch a general imputation on Britifh fubjects and fervants of the. Company, as to render 
them unfit for fervice.in other places. 


That the faid Warren Haftings having, in the courfe of three years, made three complete 
Revolutions in the State of Benares, by expelling, in the firft inftance, the lawful and rightful 
Governor of the fame, under whofe care and fuperintendance a large and certain revenue, 
fuitable to the abilities of the country, and confiftent with its profperity, was ‘paid with the 
greateft punctuality ; and by afterwards difpiacing two effective Governors or Adminiftrators of 
the Province, appointed in fucceffion by h mielf; and, in confequence of the faid appointments, 
and violent and arbitrary removals, the faid Province ‘** being left in effect without a 
Government,” except in one City only; and having, after all, {fettled no more than a tem- 
porary arrangement; is guilty of an high crime and mifdemeanor, in the deftruc:ion of the 
country aforetaid. 
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(No. 4.) 
‘The B E G U MS of O W D E. 


I. 


T7 AT the reigning Nabob of Owde, «commonly called Afaph ul Dowla (fon and fuc- 
, ceffor to Shujah ul Dowlah) by taking into, or continuing in his pay, certain bodies of 
regular Britifh troops, and by having afterwards admitted the Britifh Refident at his Court into 
the management of all his affairs, foreign and domeftic, and particularly into the adminiftration 
of his finances, did gradually become, in fubftance and effeét, as well as in general repute and 
eftimation, a dependant on, or Vaflal of, the Eaft-India Company; and was, and is, fo much 
under the controul of the Governor General and Council of Bengal, that, in the opinion of 


ail the native powers, the Englifh name and charaéter is concerned in every aét of his govern- 
ment. 


II. 


That Warren Haftings, Efquire, contrary to the law, and to his duty, and in difobedience 
to the orders of the Eaft-India Company, arrogating to himfelf the nomination of the Refident 
at the Court of Owde, as his particular agent and reprefentative, and rejecting the Refident ap- 
pointed by the Company, and obtruding upon them a perfon of his own choice, did,.from that 


time, render himfelf in a particular manner refponfible for the good government of the Provinces 
compofing the dominions of the Nabob of Owde. 


III. 


That the Provinces aforefaid having been, at the time of their firft connection with the Com- 
pany, in an improved and flourifhing condition, and -yielding a revenue of more than three 
millions of pounds fterling, or thereabouts, did, foon after that period, begin fenfibly to decline; 
andthe fubfidy of the Britifh troops ftationed in that Province, as weli as other fums of money, 
due to the Company by treaty, ran confiderably in arrear; although the Prince of the country, 


during the time thefe arrears accrued, was otherwife in diftrefe, and had been obliged to reduce 
ail his eftablifhments. 


IV. 


‘That the Prince aforefaid or Nabob of Owde, did, in humble and fubmiffive terms, fup- 
plicate the faid Warren Haftings, to be relieved. from a body of troops, whofe licentious be- 
haviour he complained of, and who were ftationed in his ceuntry without any -obligation by 
treaty to maintain them; pleading the failure of harveft and the prevalence of famine in his 
country ;—a compliance with which requeft, by the faid Warren Haftings, was refufedin un- 
becoming, offenfive, and infulting language. 


-V + 


That the faid Nabob, labouring under the aforefaid and other burthens, and being continually 
urged for payment, was advifed to extort, and did extort from his mother and grandmother, un- 
der the pretext of loans (and fometimes without that appearance) various great fums of money, 
amounting in the whole to £.630,000 fterling, or thereabouts; alledging in excufe the rigorous 
demands of the Eaft-India Company, for whofe ufe the faid extorted money had been demanded, 
and to which aconfiderable part of it had been applied. 


VI. 


‘That the two Fémale parents of the Nabob aforefaid, were among as women of the greateft 
rank, family and diftinction in Afia; and were left by the deceafed Nabob, the fon of the one, 
and the hufbind of the other, in Charge of certain confiderable part of his treafures in money, 
and other valuable moveables, as well as certain landed eftates, -called Jaghires, in order to the 


fupport 
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fopport of their own dignity, and the honourable maintenance of his women, and a numerous 
offspring and their dependants; the faid family amounting in the whole to two thoufand per- 
fons, who were by the faid Nabob, at his death, recommended in a particular manner to the 
care and protection of the faid Warren Hatftings. 


VII. 


That on the demand of the Nabeb of Owde on his parents for the laft of the fums, which 
completed the fix hundred and thirty thoufand pounds aforefaid, they the faid parents did po- 
fitively refufe to pay any part of the fame to their fon, for the ufe of the Company, until he 
ould saves to certain terms, to be ftipulated in a regular treaty; and, among other particulars, 
to fecure them in the remainder of their polleffions, and alfo on no account or pretence to 
make any further demands or claims on them; and well knowing from whence all his claims and 
exactions had arifen, they demanded -that the faid treaty, or family compact, fhould be gua- 
ranteed by the Governor-General and Council of Bengal: And a treaty was accordingly agreed 
to, executed by the Nabob, and guaranteed by John Briftow, Efquire, the Refident at Owde, 
under the.authority ‘and with the exprefs confent of the faid Warren Haftings and the Council 
General, and, in confequence thereof, the fum laft required was paid, and difcharges given 
to the Nabob for all the money which he had borrowed ‘from his own mother and the mother 
of his father. | | : 


_ “That the diftreffes and diforders of the-Nabob’s government, and his debt to the Company con- 
tinuing to encreafe, notw#thftanding the violent methods before mentioned taken to augment his 
refources, the faid Warren Haftings, onthe arft of May and onthe the 31ft of July 1781, (he 
and Mr. Wheler b:ing the only remaining members of the Council General, and he having the 
conclufive and cafting voice, and thereby being in effect the whole Council) did, in the, name 
and under.the authority of ‘the Board, refolve on a journey to the upper Provinces, in order to a 
perfonalinterview with the Nabob of Owde, towards the feitlement of his diftreffed affairs: and 
did give to himfelf a delegation of the powers of the faid Council, in direc violation of the Corm- 
pany’sorders, forbidding -fuch delegation. 


VIII. 


"That the faid Warren Haftings, having by his appointment met the Nabob of Owde near 
a place called Chunar, and poflofing an entire and abfolute command over the faid prince, he 
did, contrary to juftice and equity and the fecurity of Property, as well as to public faith and 
the fanction of the Company’s guarantee,. under the colour of a treaty, which treaty was con- 
ducted fecretly without a ‘written document of any part of the proceeding (except the pretended 
treaty itfelf) authorize the faid Nabob-to feize upon, and confifcate to his own profit, the 
landed eftates, called Jaghires, of his parents, kindred, and principal nobility ; only ftipu- 
lating a penfion tothe net amount of the rentof the faid lands as an equivalent, and that equi- 
valent to fuch only whofe lands had been guaranteed to them by the Company: But provided, 
neither in the faid pretended treaty, nor in any fubfequent aét, the leaft fecurity for the pay- 
ment of the faid permfion to thofe tor whom fuch penfion was oftenfibly referved ; and, for the 
others, nut fo-nruch as a-fhew- of indemnity ;—to the extreme fcandal of thé Britifh govern- 
ment, which, valuing itfelf upon a ftrict regard to property, did exprefsly authorize, if it did 
r command, -an attack upon that right, unprecedented in the defpotic governments of 
adia, 


IX. 


~ "That the faid Warren: Haftings, 'in order to cover the violent and unjuft proceedings afore- 
faid,- did affert a claim of right in the fame Nabob to all the pofleffions of his faid mother ahd 
grandmother, as belonging'to him by the Mahomedan law; and ‘this pretended claim was fet 
up by the faid Warren Haftings, after the Nabob had, by a regular tresty, ratified and gua- 
ranteed by the faid Haftings.as Governor General, renounced and releafed all demands on them. 
And this falfe pretence of a legal:'demand, was taken up and aéted upon by the faid Warien 
Haftings, without laying the faid: queftion on record before the Council General, or giving . 
notice to the perfons to‘be ‘affected thereby, to fupport their rights before any of the Ae oa 
magiftrates and expounders of the: Mahomedan law, or taking publicly the opinions of any 
períon converfant therein. 


X. 


Thats in order to give farther colour to the acts of ill faith and violence aforefaid, the faid 
Warren Haflings did caufe to be raken at-Lucknow, and other places, before- divers pertont 
a 
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and particularly before Sir Elijah Impey, Knight, his Majefty’s Chief Juftice, acting extra- 


judicially, and ‘not within the limits of his jurifdiction, feveral paffionate, carelefs, irrelevant, and 
irregular affidavits, confifting of matter not fit tobe depofed on oath ; of reports, conjectures, 
and hearfays ; fome of the perfons, fwearing to the faid hearfays, having declined to declare 
from whom they heard the accounts at fecond hand fworn to: the faid affidavits in general 
tending to f{upport the calumnious charge of the faid Warren Haftings ; namely, that the aged 
women before mentioned had formed, or engaged in, a plan for the depotition of their,fon and 
fovereign, and the-utter extirpation of the Englifh nation: And neither the faid charge againft 
perfons, whofe dependence was principally, if not wholly, on the good faith of this nation, 
and highly affecting the honour, property, and even lives of women of the higheft condition 3 
nor the affidavits intended to fupport the fame, extrajudicially taken ex parte, and without 
notice, by the faid Sir Elijah Impey, and others, were at any time communicated to the par- 
ties charged, or to any agent for them; nor were they called upon to anfwer, nor any exp!a- 
mation demanded of them. 


XI. 


That the article, affecting private property fecured by public aéts, in the faid pretended 
treaty, contains nothing more than a general permiffion, given by the faid Warren Haftings, 
for confifcating fuch Jaghires or landed eftates, with the modifications therein contained, ‘* as 
‘© he [the Nabob] may find neceflary ;” but does not directly point at, or exprefs by name, 
any of the landed pofieffions of the Nabob’s mother: But foon after the figning of the faid pre- 
tended treaty (that is, on the twenty-ninth of November, 1781) it did appear, that a principal 
obje&t thereof, was to enable the Nabob to feize upon the eftates of his female parents aforefaid, 
which had been. guaranteed to them by the Eaft India‘;Company. And although in the treaty, 
or pretended treaty, aforefaid, nothing more is purported than to give a fimple permiffion to 
the Nabob to feize upon and confifcate the eftates, heaving the execution or non-execution of 
the fame wholly to his difcretion ; yet it appears by fevera] letters from Nathaniel Middleton, - 
Efquire, the Refident at the court of Owde, of the 6th, 7th, and oth of December, 1781, 
that no fuch difcretion, as expreffed in the treaty, was left, or intended to be left with him the 
faid. Nabob ; but that the fard article ought praétically to have a conftruction of a dire€tly 
contrary tendency ; that, initead of -confidering the article as originating from the Nabob, 
and containing a power provided in his favour, which he did not poffefs before, the confifca- 
tion of the Jaghire aforefaid, was to be confidered as a meafure originating from the Englith ; 
and to be intended for their benefit; and as fuch, that the cxecution was to be forced upon 
him ; and the execution thereof was accordingly forced upon him. And the Refident, Middle- 
ton, on the Nabob’s refufal to act in contradiction to his {worn engagement, guaranteed by the 
Eatt India Company, and in the undutiful and unnatural manner required, did totally fuper- 
cede his authority in his own dominions, confidering himfelf as impowered fo to act by the 
inftructions of the faid Hattings, although he-had reafon to apprehend a general infurrection in 
confequence thereof, and that he found it neceflary to remove his family,.** which he did not 
“<< wifh to retain there in cafe of a rupture with the Nabob, or the neceffity of employing the 
<c Britifh forces im the reduction of Azs Aumils and troops ;”’ and he did accordingly, as fove- 
reign, ifue his own edicts and warrants, in defiance of the refiftance of the Nabob, in the 
manner def(cribed by him in the letter aforefaid, in a letter of 6th December, 1781, that is to 
fay, ** Finding the Nabob wavering in his determination about the refumption of the Vashires, I this 
<< day, in prefence of and with the minifter’s concurrence, ordered the neceflary perwannahs 
“© to be written to the feveral Aumils for that purpofe ; and it was my‘firm refolution to have 
<< difpatched them this evening, with proper people to fee them punctually and implicitly car- 
<< ried into execution ; but before they were all tranfcribed, I received a meflage from the 
< Nabob, who hed been informed by the minifter of the refolution I had taken, intreatin 
<< that | would withhold the perwannahs until to-morrow morning, when he would atten 
<< me, and afford me fatisfaction on -this point. As the lofs of a few hours in the 
<< difpatch of the perwannahs appeared of little moment, and as it is pofftble the ‘Nabob, 
<< fecing that the bufinefs will at alt events be done, may make it an ačł of his own, I have confented 
<c “40 indulge him in the regue; but, be the refuit of our interview whatever it may, nothing fhail 
sc prevent the orders being iffued to-morrow, either by him or myfelf, with the concurrence of the Mi- 
<< nifters. Your pleafure refpecting the BegumsI have learnt from Sir na 3 and the meafure 
<< heretofore propofed, will foon follow the refumption of the Jaghires. From both, or indeed 
<< from the former alone, I have no doubt of the complete liquidation of the Company’s balance.” 
_—And alfo in another letter of the 7th of December 1781—*‘* I had the honour to addrefs you 
<< yefterday, informing you of the {teps I had taken in regard to the refumption of the Faghires. 
sc This morning the Vizier came to me according to his agre:ment, but feemingly without any’ intention 
<c or defire te yield me Ps gga on the fubjeé? under aifcuffion 3 for, after a great deal of converfa- 
se sion, confifling, on his part, of trifling evafion and puerile excufes fom withholding -his affent e the 
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S* meafure; though at the fame time profeffing the mah implicit fubmiffion to your wifhes, I found my- 
ss Self without any other refource, than the one of employing that exclufive authority with which I con- 
ss fider your infiructions to vefi me: I therefore declared to the Nabol, in prefence of the Minifter and 
s< Mr. Fohnfon,who I defired might bear witnefs of the converfation, that I confirued his rejection of 
<: the meafure ropofed, as a breach of his folemn promife to you, and an unwillingne/s to yield that 
ac i abled, which was evidently in his power, towards liquidating his heavy accumulating debt to the 
“© Company; arid that I muft in confequence determine, in my own juftification, to ifue immediaty 
$: the perwannahs, which had only been withheld in the fanguine hope, that he would be pre- 
& vailed upon to make that his own ač, which nothing but the moft urgent neceffity could force 
“¢ me to make mine.—He left me without any reply; but afterwards fent-for his Miniiter, and au- 
‘¢ thorifed him to give me hopes, that my requilition would be complied with; on which I ex- 
<< preffed my fatisfa€tion, but declared, that I could admit of no further delays; and unlefs I 
c received his.Excellency’s formal acquiefcence before the evening, -I fhould then moft affured] 
s: ifue my perwannahs, which Z have accordingly done, not having had any affurances from his Ex- 
** cellency, that could juftify a further fufpention. I fhall, as toon as poffible, inforin you of the 
** effect of the perwannahs, which, in many parts, I am apprehenfive it will be found neceflary 
& to enforce with military aid. I am not, however, entirely without hopes that the Nabob, when 
S* he fees the inefficacy of further oppofition, may alter his conduct, and prevent the nO pe and 
sae age confequences Which would be tco likely to refult from the profecution of a meafure of fuch 
* importance, without his concurrence. His Excellency talks of going to Fyzabad, for the purpofe 
** heretofore mentioned, in three or four days; J wi/h he may be ferious in his intention, and-you 
& may reft.affured, J fhall {pare no pains to keep him to it.—And further, in a letter of the oth óf 
December 1781—‘*.I had the honour to addrefs you on the 7th inftant, informing you of the 
** converfation which-had paffed between the Nabob and me, onthe fubject of refuming the jag- 
** hires, and the ftep I -had taken in confequence. His Excellency appeared to be very much hurt 
“* and B: pe at the meafure; and loudiy complains of the treachery of his Minifters; Firft, in giving 
<< you any hopes that fuch a meafure would-be adopted; and, Secondly, in their promifing me their 
“* whole epi in carrying it through: Bust, as:I apprehended, rather than fuffer it to appear that the 
“* point had been carried in oppofition to his will, he at length yielded a nominal acquiefence, and 
c has this day iffued his own perwannahs to that effect; declaring, however, åt the fame time, both 
<< tome and his Minifters, that it is an aĉ? of compulfion. I hope tobe able, in a few days, in con- 
s fequence of this meafure, to tranfmit you an account of the actual value and produce of the 
& jaghires, oppofed.to the nominal amount at which ‘they ftand rated on the-books of the 
< Sircar.”” 


XH. 


That’ the faid Warren Haftings, inftead of exprefing any difapprobation of the proceedings 

aforefaid, in violation of the rights fecured by treaty with the mother and grandmother of the 
reigning Prince of Owde, and not lefs in violation of the fovereign rights of the Nabob 
himfelf, did, by frequent meflages, ftimulate the aid. Middleton to a perfeverence.in, and te 
a rigorous execution of the fame: ‘And in his letter from Benares of the 25th of -December 
1981, did’ ** exprefs doubts of his firmnefs and aétivity, and, above all, of his recolle&tion of 
‘* his inftruétions, and their importance;. and that, if he could not rely on his own [power] 
€ and the means he poficfled for performing thofe fervices, he-would free him [the faid 
<c Middleton] from the charges, -and' would proceed himfelf to Isucknow, and would himfelf un- 
c. dertake them:’’ 


XIII. 


“Phat very doabtful crédit isto be given to any letters:written bythe faid Middleton tothe faid 
W arren Haftings, when they anfwer the purpofes which the faid Warren Haítings had evidently 
in view, the faid Middleton: having-written to him in the following manner from- Lucknow, 
zoth. December 4781: 


XIV. 


z: My dear Sir, . | 

<c I have this day anfwered your -public letter in the form you. feem to expez7. I hope there is 
* nothing in it that may appear to you too pointed. ‘Zf you wifh the matter to be otherwife under flood 
sc than I have taken up and fiatedit, I need not fay I shall be ready to conform to whatever you may 
“as prefcribe, and to take upon-myfelf any phare of the blame of the ( peria a non-performance of the fi- 
ss pulations-made on s A of the Nabob. -Though I do affure you, I -myfelf reprefented to his 
<< Excellency and the Minifters, conceiving itto be your defirc, that the apparent affumption of the 
sc reigns of his government . (for in that light he undoubtedly confidered it. at :he firit view.) as {pe- 
s: cified in the agreement executed by him, was not meant to be fx//y and literally enforced, but 
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that it was necc Mary you fhould have fomething to hew on your fide,, as the Company were deprived 
of a benefit without a reguital, and upon the faith of this affurance alone, I believe I may fafely 
strm his Excellency’s cbjetions to figning the treaty were given up. If I have underftood 
the matter wrong, or mitconceived your defien, I am truly forry for it; however, it is not tco 
lite to correé? the error; andl am ready to undertake, and, God willing, to carry through, what- 
ever you may, on receipt of my public letter, tel! me is your fiaal refolve.” 


XV. 


<c 
<c 
SE 

<6 


That it appears, but on his the faid Middleton’s fole authority, in a letter from the faid 
Middleton, dated Lucknow, 2d of December, 1781, that the N ibob of Owde, wifhing to 
evade the meafure of refuming the jaghires aforefaid, did fend a mceflage to him, purporting, 
“© that if the meafure propofed was intended to procure the payment of tne balance due to the 
Company, he could better and more expeditioufly effect that obje&, by taking from his mo- 
ther the treafures of his father, which he did afiert to be in her hands, and to which he did 
claim a right; and that it would be fufficient that hc, the faid Haftings, would hint his opinion 
upon tt, without giving a formal fanélion to the measure propofed; and that whatever his re- 
folution upon the fubject fhould be, it would be expedient to keep it fecret ;”’ adding, ** the 
refumption of the jaghire it is neceffary to fufpend till I have your anfwer to this letter.” 


XVI. 


ce 
<c 
ce 
6s 
<c 
ce 


‘That it does not appear that the faid Haftings did write any letter in anfwer to the propofal of 
the faid Middleton, but he, the faid Haftings, did communicate his pleafure thereon to Sir 
Elijah Impey, being then at Lucknow, for his the faid Middleton’s information ; and it does 
appear, that the feizing of the treafures of the mother of the Nabcb, faid to have been pro- 
poled as cx alternativ: by the faid Nabob, to prevent the refumption of the japhire, was deter- 
mined upon and ordered by the faid Haftings ; and that the refumption of the faid jaghires, for 
the renfom of which the feizing of the treafures was propofed, was alfo directed ; not one only, 
but both fides of the alternative being enforced upon the female parents of the Nabob afurefaid, 


although both the one and the other had been fecured to them by a treaty with the Eaft-India 
Company. 


X VIII. 


That Sir Elijah Impey, Knight, his Majefty’s Chief Juftice at- Fort William, did under- 
take a journey of nine hundred miles, from Calcutta to Lucknow, on pretence of health and 
pieafure, but was in reality in the fecret of thefe and other irregular tranfaQiions, and employed 
as a channel of confidential communication therein. And the faid Warren. Haftings, by pre- 
fuminz to employ the faid Chief Juftice, a perfon particularly unfit for an agent in the tranfaétion 
of affairs, prima facie at leait unjuft, violent, and'oppreffive, contrary to public faith, and to 
the fentiments and law of nature, and which he, the faid Haftings, was fenfible “* could not 
s fail to draw obloquy on himfelf by his participation,” did difgrace the King’s Com- 
miflion, and render odious to the natives of Indoftan the juftice of the Crown of Great- 
Britain. 


XIX, 


That although the faid Warren Haftings was from the beginning duly informed of the 
violence ottłered to the perf nal inclinations of the Nabob, and the ‘* apparent affumption of the 
€c reins of his government,” for the purpofes aforefaid ; yet, more than two years after, he 
did write to his private agent, Major Palmer, that is to fay, in his letter of the 6th of May, 
1733, ‘t that it has bren a matter of equal furprife and concern to him, to learn from the letters 
“<< of the Rihdint, that the Nabob Vizier was with difficulty, and almoft unconquerable re- 
<< Juétance, induced to give his confent to the attachment of the treafure depofited by his fa- 
€ ther, under the charge of the Begum his mother, and to the refumption of her jaghire, and 
ec the other jaghires of the individuals of his family ;” which pretence of ignorance of the 
Nubob’s inclinations, is fictitious and groundlefs. But whatever deception he might pretend to 
be in concerning the original intenticn of the Nabob, he was not, nor did he pretend to be, 
ignorant of his, the Nabob’s reluctance to proceed in the faid meafures ; but did admit his 
knowledge of the Nabob’s reluctance to their full execution, and yet did juftify the fame as 
follows: 


XX. 


<¢ I defire that you will inform him (the Nabob) that in thefe and the other meafures which 
ct were either propofed by him, or received his ene in the agreement pafled between us 
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< at Chunar, I neither had nor could have any obje& but his relief, and the flrengthening of his 
© connection with the Company; and that I fhould not on any other ground have expofed myfelf 
‘© to the perfonal obloquy which they could not fail to draw upon me by my participation in them, but 
‘¢ left him to regulate, by his own difcretion, and by his own means, the ceconomy of his 
‘© own finances, and with much more caufe, the affertion of his domeflic right. dn thefe, he had no 
‘< regular claim to my interference; nor had I, in my public charaéter, any claim upon him, but 
‘© for the payment of the debt then due from him to the Company, although I was under the 
<< ftrongeft obligations to require it for the relief of the preffing exigences of their affairs.— 
«c He will well remember the manner in which, at a vifit to -him-in his own tent, | declared 
< my acquiefcence freely and without hefitation to each propofition, which afterwards formed 
€ the fubftance of a written agreement, as he feverally made them ; and he can want no other 
< evidence of my motives for fo chearful a oe nor for the requetts which I added as the 
< means of fulfilling his purpofes in them. ad he not made thefe meafures his own option, 
s< I fhould not have propofed them ; but having once adopted them, and made them the conditisns of 
‘© a formal and facred agreement, I had no longer an option to difpenfe with them, but was bound to 
<t the complete performance and execution of them, as points of public duty and of national faith, for 
“€ which Iwas refponfible to my King, and the Company my immediate fuperiors; and this was the 
c reafon for my infifting on their performance and execution, when Iwas told that the Nabob himfelf 
<<. had relaxed from his original purpofe, and expreffed a reluctance to proceed in it.” 


XXI. 


That the faid Warren Haftings does admit, that the Nabob had originally no regular claim 
upon him for his interference, or he any claim on the Nabob, which might entitle him to in- 
terfere in the Nabob’s domeftic concerns; yet, in order to juftify his fo invidious an inter- 
ference, he did, inthe letter aforefaid, give a falfe account of the faid treaty, which (as before- 
mentioned) did nothing more than give a permiffion to the INabob to refume the jaghires, if 
HIE fhould judge the fame to be neceffuary ; and did therefore leave the right of difpenfing with the 
whole, or any part thereof, as much in his option after the treaty, as it was before; the declared 
intent of the article being only to remove the reftraint of the Company’s guarantee forbidding 
fuch refumption, but furnifhing nothing which could authorize putting that refamption into 
the hands and power of the Company, to be enforced at their difcretion. And with regard to 
the other part of the fpoil made by order of the faid Haftings, and by him in the letter afore- 
iaid {tated to be made equally againit the will of the Nabob, namely, that which was commit- 
ted on the perfonal and moveable property of the female parents-of the Nabob,. nothing what- 
tocver in relation to the fame is ftipulated in the faid pretended treaty. 


. RXIT. 


That the faid Haftings, inafferting that he was bound to the aéts aforefaid by public duty, 
and even by national faith, in the very inftance in which that national faith was by him oal? 
violated ; and in juftifying himfelf, by alledging that he was bound to the complete execution, 
by a refponfibility to the Company which he immediately ferved ; and by aflerting, that thefe 
violent and rapacious proceedings, fubjecting all perfons concerned in them to obloquy, would 
be the means of ftrengthening the connection of the Nabob with the Britifh United Company 
of Merchants trading to the Eaft-Indies; did difgrace the authority under which he imme- 
diately acted. And that the faid Haftings, in juftifving his obligations to the faid aéts by a 
refponfibility tothe King, namely, to the King of Great-Britain, did endeavour to throw upon 
his Majefty, his lawful Sovereign (whofe name and charaéter he was bound to refpeé&t, and to 
preferve in eftimation with all perfons, and particularly with the fovereign Princes, the allies of 
‘his government) the difgrace and odium of the aforefaid acts, in which a fovercign Prince was 
by him, the iaid Haftings, made an inftrument of perfidy, wrong, and outrage, to two mo- 
thers and wives of fovereign Princes; and in which he did exhibit to all Afia (a country re- 
markable for the utmoft devotion to parental authority) the fpectacle of a Chriftian Governor, 
reprefenting a Chr.ftian Sovereign,. compelling a fon to become the inftrument of fuch violence 
and extortion again{ft his own mother. 


That the faid Warren Haftings, by repeated meflages and injunétions, and under menaces 
of **a dreadful refponfibility,’? did urge the Refident to a completion of this barbarous act; and 
well knowing that fuch an act would probably be refafted, did order him, the faid Refident, to 
ufe the Britifh troops under his direction for that purpofe, and did offer the affiftance of fuar- 
ther forces, urging the execution in the following peremptory terms: ** You your/e/f muft be 
s< perfonally prefent; you muft not allow any negociation or forbearance ; but muft profecute 
se fot fervices, teal the Begums (Princeiies) are at the entire mercy of the Nabob.’’ 


XXIII. That 


XXIII. 


That in conformity to the faid peremptory orders, a party of Britifh and other troops, with 
he Nabob in the oftenfible, and the Britifh Refident in the real command, were drawn to- 
wards the city of Fyzabad, in the caftle of which city the mother and grandmother of the Na- 
bob had their refidence ; and after expending two days in negociation (the particulars of which 
jo not appear) the Refident not receiving the fatisfaction he looked for, the town was firft 
ftormed, and afterwards the caftle ; and little or no refiftance being made, and no blood being 
fhed on either fide, the Britifh troops occupied all the outer inclofure of the palace of one of the 
Princeffes, and blocked up the other. 


XXIV. 


That this violent affault and forcible occupation of their houfes, and the further extremities 
they had to apprehend, did not prevail on the female parents of the Nabob to confent to any 
fubmiffion, until the Refident fent in unto them a letter from the faid Warren Haftings (no 
copy of which appears) declaring himfelf no longer bound by the guaranty, and containing 
fuch other matter as tended to remove all their hepes, which feemed to be centered in Britith 
faith. 


XXV. 


That the chief officers of their houfhold, who were their treafurers and confidential agents, 
the eunuchs Jewar Ali Khan and Behar Ali Khan, perfons of great eminence, rank, and dif- 
tin@tion, who had been in high truft and favour with the late Nabob, were ignominioully put 
into confinement under an inferior officer, in order to extort the difcovery of the treafures and 
cffe&ts committed to their care and fidelity. And the faid Middleton did foon after, thatis to 
fay, on the 12th of January, 1782, deliver them over for the fame purpofe into the cuftody of 
Captain Neal Stuart, commanding the 8th regiment, by his order given in the following 
words: ‘* To be kept in clofe and fecure confinement, admitting of no intercourfe with them, 
“<< excepting by their four menial fervants, who are authorized to attend them until further 
s¢ orders. You will allow them to have any neceflary and convenience which may be con- 
<< Gftent with a ftrict guard over them.” 


XXVI, 


That in confequence of thefe feverities upon herfelf, and on thofe whom fhe moft regarded 
and trufted, the mother of the faid Nabob did at length confent to the delivering up of her 
treafures, and the fame were paid to the- Refident, to the amount of the bond given by the 
Nabob to the Company for his balance of the year 1779-80, and the faid treafure ‘* was 
< taken from the moft fecret receffes in the houfes of the two eunuchs:” 


XXVII. 


That the Nabob continuing ftill under the preffure of a further pretended debt to the Com- 
pany for his balance of the year 1780-81, the Refident, not fatisfied with the feizure of the 
eftates and treafures of his parents aforefaid, although he, the faid Refident, did confefs that 
the Princefs- Mother ‘< had declared, with apparent truth, that fhe had delivered up the whole of 
<< the property in her hands, excepting goods, which from the experience -which he, the Re- 
<: fident, had of the fmall produce of the fales of a former payment made by her in that mode, 
<c he did refufe, and that, in his opinion, it certainly would have amounted to little or nothing,” 
did proceed to extort another great fum of money, that is to fay, the fum of 120,000’. fter- 
Jing, on account of the laft pretended balance aforefaid. - In order therefore to compel the faidt 
Minifters and Treafurers either to diitrefs their principals, by extorting whatever valuable fub- 
ftance might, by any poffibility, remain concealed, or to furnifh the faid fum from their own 
eftates, or from their credit with their friends, did order their imprifonment to be aggravated 
with circumftances of great cruelty, giving an order to Lieutenant Francis Rutledge, dated the 
2oth of January, 1782, in the following words: 


XXVIII. 
“æ S I R; 


c. When this note is delivered to you by Hoolas Roy, I have to defire, that you order the 
e two prifoners to be put in irons; keeping them from all focd, Se. agreeable to my inftruédtions of 


t< yeflerday. 
(Signed) NATH. MIDDLETON.” 
XXIX. That 


k Fo a 
XXIX. 


That by the faid unjuft and rigorous proceeding, the faid eunuchs were compelled to give 
their engagement for the payment of 120,0007. fteiling afor: faid, to be completed within the 
period of one month: but after they had entered into the faid compulfory cnpavement, they 
were ftill kept in clofe imprifonment, and the mother and grandmother of the Nabob were 
themfelves held under a ftriét guard; although at the fame time the confifcatcd-chtites were 
actually in the Company’s pofiefion, and found to exceed the amount of what they  cie rated 
at in the general litt of confifcated eftatcs; and although the Affiftant Refident Jol-nton did 
confefs ** that the object of diftrefling the Bhow Begum was merely to obtain a ready money 
<< inftead of a di/atory payment, and that this ready moncy payment, if not paid, was recover- 
< able in the courfe of a few months upon the jaghires in his poffefion ; and that therefore it 
** was not worth proceeding to any extremities beyond the one defcribed (namely the confine- 
<c 


ment of the Princeffes, and the imprifonment and fettering of their Minifters) upon fo 
é< refpectable a family.” 


XXX. 


That after the furrender of the treafure, and paffing the bonds and obligations given as 
aforefaid, the Refident having been ftrictly ordered by the faid Warren Haftings not to make 
any fettlement whatfoever with the faid women of high rank, the Nabob was induced to leave 
the city of Fyzabad, without taking leave of his mother, or fhewing her any mark of duty or 
civility. And onthe fame day the Refident left the city aforcfaid ; and after his return to 
Lucknow, in order to pacify the faid Haftings, who appeared to refent that the Nab-b was not 
urged te greater degrees of rigour than thofe hitherto ufed towards his mother, Fe the faid 
Refident did, in his letter of the fixth of February, give him an affurance in the following 
words :—** I fhall, as you direét, ufe my influence to aiffuade his Excellency from concluding 
s< any fettlement until I have your further commands.” 


AX XI. 


"That the payment of fie bond laf extorted from the eunuchs was foon after commenced, 
and the grandmother, as well as the mother, were now compelled to deliver what they declared 
was the extent of the whole of both their’ poffleffions, including down to their rabie utenfils ; 
which, as the Refident admitted, ‘* they had been and were ftill delivering, and that no proof 
€ had yet been obtained of their having more.” 


XXXII. 


That bullion, jewels, and goods, to the amount of five hundred thoufand pounds and up- 
wards, were actually received by the Refident, for the ufe of the Company, before the 23d of 
February, 1782 ; and there remained, onthe faid extorted bond, no more than about twenty- 
five thoufand pounds, according to the ftatement of the eunuchs, and not above fifty thoufand, 
according to that. made by the Refident. 


XXXII. 


‘That in this a@vancedftate of the delivery of the extorted treafure, the Minifters of women 
aforefaid of the reigning family, did apply to Captain Leonard Jaques, under whole cuftody 
they were confined, to be informed of the deficiency with which they ftood charged, taat they 
mightendeavour, with the affiflance of their friends, to provide for the fume, and praying that 
they might, through his mediation, be freed from the hardfh ps they fuff-red under their con- 
finement ; to which application they received an infolent anfwer from the faid Richard Johnfon, 
dated February 27th, 1782, declaring, that part.of what he had received in payment was in 
jewels and bullion; and that more than a month, the time fixed for the fin. ] payment, would 
elapfe before he could difpofe of the fame; infifting upon a ready moi cy payment, and affuring 
them, ‘* that the day on which their agreement expired, he fhould be indifpenlibly obliged to 
< recommence feverities upon them, until the laft farthing was fu'ly paid.”” And in order to 
add to their terrors and hardfhips, as well as to find fome pretext for the further cruel and 
inhuman: aéts intended, an apparently groundlefs and injurious charge was fuggefted to the 
imptifoned Minifters as aforefaid, in the following words :—‘* You may alfo mention to them, 
s¢ that I have reafon to Lips that the commotions raifed by Bulbudder, has not been without 


<&c their fuggeffion and abetment, which, if proved upon them, in addition to the proballe breach 
6¢.of their agreement, will make their fituation very de/perate.’’ 


XXXIV. That 
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XXXIV. 


That on the receipt of the faid letter, that is, on the 2d of March, the Minifter aforefaid 
iid aver, that they were not able to obtain cafh in lieu of the jewels and other effects ; but that 
f the goods were fold, and they releafed from their confinement, and permitted (as they have 
before requefted) to go abroad among their friends, they could foon make good the deficiency ; 
and they did abfolutely deny ‘< that they had any hand in the commotions raifed by Bulbudder, 
‘© or any kind of correfpondence with him or his adherents.” 


XXXV. 


That the prifoners aforefaid did fhortly after, that is to fay, on the 13th of March, a third 
time renew their application to Nathaniel Middleton, Efquire, the Refident, and did requeft 
that the jewels remaining in his the faid Refident’s hands, towards the payment of the balance 
remaining, ** might be valued by four or five eminent Merchants, Muifulmen, and Hindûs, 
< upon oath,”’ and thatif any balance fhould afterwards appear, they would upon their releafe 
get their friends to advance the fame: and they did again reprefent the hardfhip of their im- 
prifonment, and pray for reiief; and did again affert, that the imputations thrown upon them 
by the faid Richard Johnfon were falfe and groundlefs ; ** that they had no kind of intercourfe, 
«c either directly or indire@tly, with the authors of the commotions alluded to, and that they 
«< did ftake their lives upon the fmalleit proof thereof being brought.” 


XXXVI. 


That, inftead of their receiving any anfwer to any of the aforefaid reafonable propofitions, 
concerning either the account ftated, or the crimes imputed to them, or any relief from the 
hardfhips they fuffered, he, the Refident Middleton, did, on the 18th of the faid month, give 
to the officer who had fupplicated in favour of the faid prifoners, an order, in which he de- 
clared himfelf ** under the difagreeable neceffity of recurring to feverities, to enforce the faid 
< payment; and that this is therefore to defire that you immediately caufe them fo be put in 
< irons, and keep them fo until I fhall arrive at Fyzabad to take further meafures as may be 
<< neceflary :? which order being received at Fyzabad the day after it was given, the faid eu- 
nuchs were a fecond time thrown into irons. And it appears that (probably in refentment for 
the humane reprefentations of the faid Captain Jaques) the Refident dia refufe to pay for the 
fetters, and other contingent charges of the imprifonment of the faid Minifters of the Nabob’s 
mother, when at the fame time very liberal contingent allowances were made to other officers ; 
and the faid Jaques did ftrongly remonftrate againft the fame as follows :—‘* You have alfo 
< ordered me to put the prifoners in irons—This I have done: yer, as I have no bufinefs to 
<< purchafe fetters, or fupply them any other way, it is but reafonable that you fhould order me 
<: to be reimburfed. And why fhould I add any thing more?’ A late commander at this 
< place, I am told, draws near as many thoufands monthly contingencies, as my trifling letter 
< hundreds. However, if you cannot get my bill paid, be fo obliging as to return it; and 
<¢ give me an opportunity of declaring to the world, that I believe I am the firft officer in the 
‘£: Company’s fervice who has fuffered in his property by an independent command.” 


XXXVII. 


That, in about two months after the faid prifoners had continued in irons in the manner 
aforefaid, the officer on guard, in a letter of the 18th May, did reprefent to the Refident as 
follows :—‘* The prifoners, Behar and Jewar Ally Khan, who feem to be very fickly, have 
** requefted their irons might be taken off for a few days, that they might take medicine, and 
& walk about the garden of the place where they are confined. Now, as I am fure they will 
<< be equally fecure without their trons as with them, I think it my duty to inform you of this 
‘© requeit : I defire to know your pleafure concerning it. To which letter the faid officer did 
receive a direct refufal, dated 22d May, 1782, in the following words ,—*‘** I am forry it is 
% not inmy power to comply with your propofal of eafing the prifoners for a few days of their 
% fetters. Much as my humanity may be touched by their fufferings, I fhould think it inex- 
<< pedient to afford them any alleviation, while they perfift in a breach of their contra&t with 
me; and indeed no indulgence can be fhewn them without the authority of the Nabob, who 
inftead of confenting to moderate the rigours of their fituation, would be moit willing rs 
‘ multiply them.” Endeavouring to join the Nabob, whom he well knew to be reluétant in 
the whole proceeding, asa party in the cruelties, by which, through the medium of her fer- 
vants, it was intended to coerce his mother. 
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Aa XXXVIII. That 
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XX XVIII. 


That the faid Refident, in a few days after, that is to fay on the firft of June, 1782, ina 
letter to Major Gilpin, in command at Fyzabad, did order the account, as by himfelf itated, to 
be read tothe prifoners ; and, without taking any notice of their propofal concerning the valu- 
ation of the effects, or their denial of the offences imputed to them, to demand a pofitive an- 
fwer relative to the payment; and ‘* upon receiving from them a negative or unfatisfactory 
‘* reply, to inform them that all further negociation being at an end, they muft prepare for 
‘© their removal to Lucknow, where they would be called upon to anfwer, not only their recent 
<< breach of faith and folemn engagement, but alfo to atone for other heavy offences ; the 
< punifhment of which, as had frequently been fignihed to them, it was in their power to 
<c have mitigated,: by a proper acquittal of themfelves in this tranfaction.”” By which infinu- 
ations, concerning he pretended offences of the faid unhappy perfons, and the manner by which 
they were to atone for the fame, and by their never having been fpecifically and directly made, 
it doth appear, that the faid crimes and offences were charged for the purpofe of extorting mo- 
ney, and not upon principles or for the ends of juftice.’’ 


XXXIX. 


“That after fome ineffectual negociations to make the prifoners pay the money, which it does 
not appear to have been in their power to pay, they were again threatened by the Refident, in a 
letter to Major Gilpin, dated oth of June, 1782, in the foilowing terms :—*‘* I wifh you to ex- 
€ plain once more to the prifoners, the imprudence and folly of their conduct, in forcing me 
<< to a meafure which muft be attended with confequences fo very ferious to them ; and that, 
<< when once they are removed to Lucknow, it will not be in my power to fhew them mercy, 
€c or to tand between them and the vengeance of the Nabob. Advife them to reficét ferioufly 
<è upon the unhappy fituation in which they will be involved in one cafe, and the relief it will 
<c be in my power to procure them in the other; and let them make their option.” 


XL. 


That he, the faid Refident, did alfo, at the fame time, receive a letter from the Princefs 
Mother, which letter does not appear, but to which only the following infolent return was 
made; that isto fay, ** The letter trom the Bhow Begum is no ways fatisfa€tory, and I cannot 
« think of returning an anfwer to it. Indeed, all correfpondence between the Perut and me 
<€ has long been ftopped ; and I requeft you will be pleafed to inform her, that I by no means 
<< wifh to refume it, or to maintain any friendly intercourfe with her, until fhe has made good 
« my claim upon her for the balance due.” 


XLI. 


That in confequence of thefe threats, and to prevent a feparation of the Minifters from their 
Miftreffes, feveral plans for the payment of the balance were offered, both by the mother of 
the Nabob, and the prifoners, to which no other objeétion appears to have been made, than 
the length of time required by the parties to difcharge the comparatively fmall remainder of 
the extorted bond ; the officer on command declaring, that, conformable to his inftruétions, 
he could not receive the fame. 


Lb < mae 


“That the prifoners"were actually removed from the city of their refidence to the city of 
“Lucknow, where they arrived on the 24th of June, 1782, and were, on the next day, threat- 
ened with feverities, ** to make them difcover where the balance might be procurable.”” And 
on the 28th, it fhould feem, that the feverities, for the purpofe aforefaid, were infli@ed, at 
leaft upon one of them; for the affiftant Refident, Johnfon, did, on that day, write to 
‘Captain Waugh, the officer commanding the guard, the letter following, full of difgrace to 
the honour, juftice, and humanity of the Britifh nation. 


XLIII. 
€: Sir, 
«& The Nabob having determined to: inflic? corporal punifhment upon the prifoners under your 
«¢ guard, this is to defire, that his officers, when they fhall come, may have free accefs to the 
s prifoners, and be permitted to do with them as they fhall fee proper, only taking care, that they 
s leave them always under your charge.” 


XLIV. That 
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XLIV. 


That the faid Richard Johnfon did, further to terrify the prifoners, and to extort by all ways 
the remainder of the faid unjuft, oppreffive, and rapacious demand, threaten to remove them 
out of the Nabob’s dominions into the caftle of .Churnagur, in order for ever to feparate them 
from -their principals, and deprive Pboth of their reciprocal protection and fervice, and did 
order a further guard to be put on the palace-of the grandmother of the Nabob, an ally of the 
Company, and to prevent the entrance of the provifions to her (which order relative to the 
guard only was executed) and did ufe fundry unworthy and infulting menaces, both with regard 
to herfelf and to her principal minifters. 


XLV. 


‘That a propofal was foon after madé by the faid’Princefs.and her daughter-in-law, praying 
that their minifters aforefaid fhould:be returned to Fyzabad, and offering to raife a fum of 
money on that condition; as alfo that they would remove from one of their palaces, whilft 
the Englifh were to be permitted to fearch the other. But the affiftant Refident, Johnfon, did, 
inftead of a compliance with the former of thefe propofitions, fend the following orders, 
dated 23d July, 1782, to the officer commanding the guard on the minifters aforefaid : ‘* Some 
& violent demands having been made for the releafe of the prifoners, it is neceflary that every 
€c poffible precaution be taken for their fecurity ; you will therefore be pleafed to be very 
< ftrict in guarding them; and I herewith fend another pair of fetters to be added to thofe now 
<* upon the prifoners.’? And in anfwer to the fecond propofition, the faid Refident did reply 
in the following terms: ** The propofal of evacuating one palace, that it may be fearched, 
< and then evacuating the next, upon the fame principle, is apparently fair: Buc it is well 
é known. in the. firft place, that fuch bricked up, or otherwife hidden treafure, is not to be 
< hit upon in a day, without a guide. I have therefore informed the Nabob of this prapofal, 
< and if the matter is to be reduced to a fearch, he will go himfelf with fuch people as he 
é may poffefs, for information, together with the priloners ; and when in pofieffion of the 
«c ground, by punifhing the prifoners, or by fuch other -means as he may find moft effedtual to 
< forward a fuccefsful fearch upon the fpot, he will avail himfelf of the propofal made by the 
«<. Bhow Begum.” 


XLVI. 


That, probably from the -Nabob’s known and avowed reluctance to lend himfelf to the per- 
petration of the oppreffive and iniquitous proceedings of the reprefentative of the Britifh go- 
vernment, the fcandalous plan aforefaid was not carried into execution: And all the rigours 
practifed upon the chief minifters of the ladies aforefaid at Lucknow, being found ineffectual, 
and the Princefs Mother having declared herfelf ready to deliver up every thing valuable in her 
poffeffion, which. Baher Ali Khan, one of ‘her confidential minifters aforefaid, only -could 
come at, the faid change of prifom was.agreed to ;—but not until the Nabob’s mother.aforefaid, 
had engaged to pay, forthe faid change of prifon, a fum of ten thoufand pounds (one half of 
which was paid on the return of the eunuchs) and that ** fhe would ranfack the Zanana 
{women’s apartments) ‘** for kincobs, muflins, cloaths, &c. &c. &c. and that fhe would 
“* even allow a deduction: from the annual allowance, made to her for her fubfiftencé im lieu of 
< her Jaghire.”” 


XLVII. 


That foon after the return of the aforefaid minifters to the place of their imprifonment at 
Fyzabad, bonds for the five thoufand pounds ‘aforefaid, and goods, eftimated, according to 
the valuation of a merchant appointed to.value the fame, at the fum of forty thoufand pounds, 
even allowing them to fell greatly under their value, were delivered to the commanding officer 
at Fyzabad ; and the faid commanding officer did promife to the Begum to vifit Lucknow with 
fuch propofalsas he hoped would fecure the {mall Balance of fifteen thoufand pounds remaining 
of the unjuft exaction aforefaid. But the faid Refident Middleton did, in his letter of the 
17th of the faid month, pofitively refufe to liften to any terms, before the final difcharge 
of the whole of the demand; and did pofitively forbid the commanding officer to come-to 
Lucknow to make the propofal aforefaid, in the terms following: ‘* As it is not poffible tə ` 
€: liften to any terms from the Begums, before the final difcharge of their conditional agree- 
« mene for fifty-five lacks, your coming here upon fuch an agency can only be /lofs of time in 
« completing the recovery of the balance of 6,55,000; for which your regiment was fent to 
e KFyzabad. I muft therefore defire you will leave no.efforts, gentile or harfh, unattempted, to 

€s- complete 
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& complete this, before you move from Fyzabad ; and [ am very anxious that it fhould be as 
< foon as poffible, as I want to employ your regiment upon other emergent service, now fuffering 
<< by avery delay.” 


XLVIII. 


That the goods aforefaid were fent to Lucknow, and difpofed of in a manner unknown; 
and the harfh and oppreffive meafures aforefaid being ftill continued, the Begum did, about 
the middle of Otober,.1782, caufe to be reprefented to the faid Middleton as follows: 
“* ‘That her fituation was truly pitiable ; her eftate fequeftered; her treafury ranfacked ; her 
‘© Cojahs prifoners; and her fervants deferting daily from want of fubfiftence. T bat fhe had 
** folicited the loan of money, to fatisfy the demands of the Company, from every perfon that 
«< fhe imagined would or could aflift her with any; but that the opulent would not liften to 
«© her adverfity.—She had hoped that the wardrobe fent to Lucknow might have fold for at 
s Jeaft one half of the Company’s demands on her; but even jewellery and goods, fhe finds 
“< from woeful experience, .lofe their value the moment it is known they come from her. That 
< fhe had now folicited the loan-of cafh from Almas Ally Cawn, and that if fhe failed in that 
<c application, fhe had no hopes of ever borrowing a fum equal to the demand.’’—An hope 
not likely to be realized, as the faid Almas Ally was then engaged for a fum of money to be 
raifed for- the-Company’s ufe on the fecurity of their confifcated lands.; the reftoration of 
“which could-form the only apparent fecurity for a loan. 


XLIX. 


. That this Remonftrance produced no effect on the. mind of the aforefaid Refident; who 
being about this time removed from his}Refidency, did, in a letter to his fucceffor, Mr. 
Briftow, dated 23d October, 1782, in effect recommend a perfeverance in the cruel and op- 
reffive reftraints as aforefaid, as a certain means of recovering the remainder of the extorted 
bond ; and that the lands with.which the Princefles aforefaid had been endowed, fhould not be 
reftored to. them. 


ve 


That the faid Warren Haftings was duly apprized of all the material circumftances in the 
unjuft proceedings aforefaid ; but did nothing to ftop the courfe they were in, or to prevent, 
relieve, or mitigate the fufferings of the parties. affected by them; on the contrary, he did, in 
his letter of the 25th of January, r782, to the Refident Middleton, declare, that the Nabob 
having confented to the ‘* Refumption of the Jaghires held by the Begums, and to the Con- 
«< fifcation of their treafures, and thereby involved my own name and the credit of the Com- 
s pany in-a participation of both meafures, I have a right to require and infif? on the complete 
<t execution of them; and I look to you for their execution, declaring, that I fhall hold you ac- 
s countable for it. And it appears, that he did write to the Nabob a letter in the fame pe- 
remptory manner, ;. but the faid let:er has. been .fupprefled. 
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‘That he the faid Haftings further did ‘manifeft the concern he took in, and the encourage- 
ment which he gave to the proceedings aforefaid, by conferring honours and diftinéiions upon 
the Minhifters of the Nabob, whom he, the Nabob, did confider as having in the faid pro- 
ceedings difobeyed him and betrayed him, and as inftruments in the difhonour of his family, 
and the ufurpation of his authority.—T hat the faid Minifters did make addrefles to the faid 
Hattings for that purpofe: (which addrefles the faid Haftings hath fuppreffed) ; and the Re- 
fident Middleton did, with his letter of the 11th of February, 1782, tranfmit the fame; and 
did, in the faid letter, acquaint the faid Haftings, ‘$ that the Minifters of the Nabob had in- 
‘ ‘curred much odium on account.of their. participation in his meafures, and that they were not 
s only confidered by the party of the difpoffeffed Jaghiredars, and the Mother and Uncle of the 
** Nabob, but dy the Nabob bimfelf, as the Dependents of the Englifh Government, which they certainly 
“* are, and it ts by its declared and moft obvious fupport alone that they can maintain the authority 

and influence which is indifpenfably neceflary.”*» And the faid Middleton did therefore re- 
commend, “ that they fhould be honoured with {fome teftimony of his (the faid Haftings’s) ap- 
** probation:-and favour.’? And he the faid Warren Haftings did fend kellauts or robes of 
honour (the moft public and diftinguifhed mode of acknowledging merit known in India) to 
the faid Minifters, .in.tef{timony of his approbation. of their late fervices. 


LII. That 


LII. 


That the faid Haftings did not only give the aforefaid public encouragement to the Minifters 
of the Nabob to betray and infult thcir Mafter and his family, in the manner aforefaid, but 
avhen the faid Nabob did write feveral letters to him the faid Haftings, expreffive of his diflike of 
being ufed as an inftrument in the difhonourable aéts aforefaid, and refufing to be further con- 
cerned therein, he the faid Warren Haftings did not only fupprefs and hide the faid letters from 
the view of the Court of Direétors ; but in his inftructions to the Refident Briftow, did attri- 
bute them to Hyder Beg Khan, Minifter to the Nabob (whom in other refpeéts he did before 
and ever fince fupport againft his Mafter) and did exprefs himfclf with great {corn and contempt 
of the faid Nabob, and with much afperity againft the faid Minifters ;, affirming, in proud and 
infolent terms, that he had, ‘* by an abufe cf his influence over the Nabob, he, the Nabob 
<¢ himfclf, being (as he ever mufi be in the hands of fome perfon) a mere cypher in his (the faid 
< Adinifler’s) hands, dared to make him (the Nabob) affume a very unbec.ming tune of refufal, 
“c reproach, and refentment, in oppofition to meafures recommended by MIE, and even to aéts done 
«c Ly MY Authority ;’’ the faid Haftings, in the inftru€tion aforefaid, particularizing the re- 
fumption of the Jaghires, and the confifcation of the treafures that had been fo long fuffered to 
remain in the hands of his (the Nabob’s) mother. [But the letters of the Nabob, which in the 
faid inftru€tions he refers to, as containing an oppofition to the meafures recommended by him, 
and which he afferts was conveyed in a very unbecoming towe of refufal, reproach, and refent- 
ment, he the faid Haftings hath criminally withheld from the Company, contrary to their 
orders, and to his duty ; and the more, as the faid letters muft.tend to-fhkew in what manner the 
faid Nabob did feel the indignities offered to his mother, and the manner in which the-faid 
Minifters, notwithittanding their known dependence on the Englifh Government, did exprefs their 
fenfe of the part which their Sovereign was compelled to aét in the faid difgraceful meafures. 
And in further initrucitions to him the-faid new Refident, he did declare his approbation of the 
evil aéts aforefaid, as well as his refolution’of compelling the Nabob to thofe rigerous proceed- 
ings againft his parent, from which he had long fhewn himfelf -fo very averfe, in the following 
words: ‘* The feverities which have been encreafed towards the Begums were moft juft 
‘“* merited, by~the advantage which they took of the'troubles in which I- was perfonally involved 
< laft year, to create a rebellion in the Nabob’s Government, and to complete the ruin which 
€e they thought was impending on ours.” ‘* If it is the Nabeb’sdefire to forget and to forgive 
~* their paft offences, I have no objection to his allowing them, in penfion, the nominal amount 
“ of their Jaghires; but if he fhall ever offer to reftore their Jaghires to them, or to give 
< them any property in land, after the warning which they have given him bythe dangerous abufe 
‘¢ which they formerly made of his indulgence, you muft remonftrate -in the ftrongeft -terms 
< againtt it ; you muft not permit J ch an event to take place, until this Government fhall have 
*€¢ received information of it, and fhall have had time to interpofe~ts influence fer the preven- 
s tion of it.” And the faid Warren Hafltings, who did, in the manner aforefaid, pofitively 
refufe to admit the Nabob to reftore tohis mother and grandmother any -part of their landed 
eftates for their maintenance, did well know that the revenues of the faid Niabob-were at that 
time fo far applied to the demands of the company (by him the faid Warren Haftings aggra- 
‘vated beyond the whole of what they did produce) or were otherwife fo far applied to the pur- 
pofes of feveral of the fervants of the Company and others, the dependants of him the faid 
Haftings, that none of the penfions or allowances affigned by the faid Nabob, in lieu of the 
eftates confifcated, were paid, or were likely to be difcharged with that punétuality which was 
neceflary even to the fcanty fubfiftence of the perfons, to which they were in name and ap- 
pearance applied. For, 


“LITI. 


‘That fo early as the 6th March, 1782, Captain Leonard Jaques, who commanded the forces 
on duty for the purpofe of diftrefiing the feveral women in the Palaces at Fyzabad, did complain 
to the Refident, Richard Johnfon, in the following words: ‘* The women belonging to the 
« Khord Mobul (or leffer Palace) complain of their being in want of every necefiary of life, 
- © and are at laft driven to that defperation, that they at night get on the top of the Sensnats 
< make a great difturbance, and laft night not only alarmed the centinels poited in the garden, 
< but threw dirt at them; they threaten to throw themfelves from the walls of the Zenanah, 
<< and alfo to break out of it. Humanity obliges me to acquaint you of this matter, and te 
< requeft to know if you have any directions to give me concerning it. I alfo beg leave to 
<¢ acquaint you I fent for Latafut Ally Khan, the Cojah, who has the charge of them, and 
‘¢ who informs me it is well grounded, that they bave fold every thing they bad, even to the 
«c cloaths from their backs, and now have no means of fubfifting.”’ 


Bb LIV. That 


LIV. 


"Flat tne Biftreffes- of ‘the faid -women grew fo urgent an the night of the faid 6th of 
‘March, the day when the letter above recited was written, that Captain Leonard Jaques 
aforefaid did think it neceflary to write again, on the day following, to the Britifh Re- 
fident, in the following.words: ‘ I i, leave..to addrefs you again concerning the wo- 
<c men in the Khord Mohul, (the leffer Palace.) ‘Their behaviour. laft night was fo furious, 
© that there feemed the greateft probability of their proceeding to the uttermoft extremities, 
‘$6 and that they wauld either. throw themfelves from the walls, or force open the doors of the 
<c Zeranah. I have made every enquiry concerning the caufe of their complaints, and find 
‘© from Latafut Ally Khan, that they are in a /farving condition, having fold all their cloaths and 
<e neceffaries,..and now have not wherewithal to fupport nature; and as my initruétions are 
-€€ quite filent on this head, I fhould be = to know hew to proceed in cafe they were to 
<< force the doors of the Zenanah, as | fufpect it will happen, fhould no fubiftence be very 
* quickly fent to them,” 


LV. 


That in confequence of thefe reprefentations, it appears that the faid Refident, Richard John- 
fon, did promife, that an application fhould. be made to.certain. of the fervants of the Nabob 
Vizier, to provide for their fubfiftence. 


‘LVI. 


That Captain Jaques being relieved from the duty of imprifoning the women of Sujah ul 
Dowlah, the late Sovereign of Owde, and Ally of the Company, who dwelt in the faid leffer 
Palace, and Major Gilpin being appointed to fucceed, the fame malicious defign of deftroying 
the faid women, or the fame fcandalous negleé& of their prefcrvation and fubfiftence, did {till 
continue ; and Major Gilpin found it neceflary to apply to the new refident Briftow, -in a letter 
of the 30th of October, 1782, as follows: 


"LVII. 


“s¢ Sir, laft night about 8 o’clock the women in the Khord Mohul '[iefer Palace} or Zenanah, 
< [women’s apartments] under the charge of Latafut Ally Khan, affembled on the tops of the 
<* buildings, crying in a moft lamentable manner f:r food, that for the laf? four days they had got but 
c a very [canty allowance, and that yefterday they had got none. 


“LV ETI. 


`c The melancholy cries of famine are more eafily imagined than defcribed ; and from thcir repre- 
t fentation, I fear the Nabob’s: Agents for that bufinefs are very inattentive, 1 therefore think 
it requifite to make you acquainted with the circumftance, that his Excellency the Nabob 
may caufe his Agents. to be more.circumfpeét in their conduct towards thefe poor unhappy 
~women.’’ 
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That, although the ‘Refident Briftow did.not then think himfelf authorized to remove the 
„guard, he did apply to the Minifter of the Nabob, who did promife fome relief to the women of 
the late Nabob, confined in the Leffler Palace ; but apprehending, with reafon, that the Minifter 
aforefaid might nat be more ready or active in making the neceflary provifion for them than on 
former occafions, he did render himfelf, perfonally refponfible to Major Gilpin for the re-payment 
of any fum equal to.one thoufand pounds fterling, which he might procure for the fubfiftence of 
the fufferers. But whatever relief was given (the amount thereof not appearing) the fame was 
foon exhaufted ; and the number of perfons to be maintained in the faid Lefler Palace being 
eight hundred women, the women of the late Sovercign, Sujah ul Dowla, and feveral of the 
younger children of the faid Sovereign Prince, befides their attendants, Major Gilpin was obliged, 
on the 15th of November following, again to addrefs the Refident by a reprefentation, of this 
tenor: ‘6 Sir, the repeated cries of the women in the Khord Mohul Zenanah for fubfiftence has 
*“ been truly. melancholy. 


LX. “c They 
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LX. 


“<< They beg mof .piteorfly for liberty, that they may earn their daily bread by laborisus fervitude, 
«s or to be relieved from their mifery by immediate death. 


LXI. 


-<¢ In confequence of their unhappy fituation, I have this day taken the liberty of drawing on 
you in favour of Ramnarian, at ten days fight, for twenty Son Kerah rupees, ten thou- 


fand of which I have paid to Cojah Latafut Ally Khan, under whofe charge that Zcna- 
*© nah is.” 


LXII. 


That, notwithftanding all the. promifes and re-itcrated engagements of the Minifter Hyder 
Beg Kian, the Ladies of the Palace aforefaid fell again into extreme diftrefs ; and the Refident 
did again complain to the faid Minifter, who was confidered to be, and really and fubftantially 
was, the Minifter of the Governor General Warren Haftings aforefaid, and not of the Nabob 
(the faid Nabob being, according to the faid Haftings’s own account, ‘* a cypher in his [ the. 

e faid Minifter’s] hands)” that the funds allowed for their fubfiftence, were not applied to their 
-Yupport. But notwithitanding all.thefe repeated complaints and remonftrances, and the conftant 


promife of amendment on the part of -his, the faid Haftings’s Minifter, the fupply was not more 
-plentiful or more regular than before. 


LXIII. 


That the faid Refident Briftow, finding by experience the inefficacy of the courfes which had 
been purfued with regard to the mother and grandmother of the reigning Prince of Owde; and, 
having received a report from Major Gilpin, informing him, that all whioh could be done by 
force, had been done; and that the only hope which remained, for realizing the remainder of 
the money unjuftly exacted as aforefaid, lay in more lenient methods; he, the faid Refident, did, 
of his own authority$ order the removal of the guard from the Palaces, the troops being long 
and much wanted for the defence of the Frontier, and other material fervices ; and did releafe 
the faid Minifters of the faid women of rank, who had been confined and put in irons, and 
varioufly diftrefled and perfecuted, -as aforecited, for near twelve months. 


is > 
‘That the manner in which the faid inhuman acts of rapacity and violence were felt, both by 
the women of high rank concerned, and by all the people, ftrongly appears in the joy expreffed 


on their releafe, which took place on the 5th of December, 1782; and is ftated, in two letters 
of that date from Major Gilpin-to the Refident, in the words following : 


aXV. 


<< I have to acknowledge ‘the receipt of your letter of the 2d inftant, and in con 


: fequ 

‘s immediately enlarged the prifoners Behar Ally Khan and Jewar Ally Khan, from thelr cai. 

<< finement; a circumftance that gave the Begums, and the City of -yzabad in general, the 

“<< greateft fatisfattion. 
LXVI. 


< In tears of joy, Behar and Jewar Ally Khan expreffed their fincere acknowledgements to th 
« Governor General, his Excellency the Nabob Vizier, and to you, Sir, for renting jens is 


< that invaluable bleffing, liberty, for which they would ever retain the moft grateful remem- 
& brance; and at their requeft I tranfmit you the enclofed letters. 


LXVII. 


« I wifh you had been prefent at the enlargement of the prifoners. 


The quivering li i 
"sc the tears of joy flealing down the poor mens’. cheeks, Ln PONA 


was a ícene truly affecting, 
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LXVIII. 


‘ Ff the prayers of thefe poor men will avail, you will, at the LAST Trump! betranflated 
=< to the happielt regions in Heaven.” 


LXIX. 


And the Refident Britow, knowing how acceptable the fid proceeding would be to all the 
‘people of Owde, and the neighbouring independent countries, did gencroufly and nolitically 
(though not truly) in his letter to the Princefs Mother, attribute the faid relief given to rerteit, 
and the releafe of her Minifters, to the humanity of the fail Varren Haflings, agreeaoly to 
whofe orders he pretended to act; aflerting, that he, the ftid Fittings, ** was the tpring froni 
<< whence fhe was reftored to her diznity and contiquence.” And the account of the proceed- 
ings aforefaid were regularly tranfimitted tothe faid Warren Hafi: gs on the goth of December, 
1782, with .the'reafons and motives thereto, and a copy of the Report of the Officer concerning 
the inutility of further force, attended with fundry documents concerning the famifhing and 
other treatment of the women and children of the late Sovereign , but the fame appezrs to hove 
made no proper impreffion on the mind of the faid Warren Haitings ; for no anfwer whatíoever 
was given to the faid letter until the 3d of March, 1783, when the faid Haftings, writing in his 
own charaéter and that of the Council, did entirely pafs by a!l the circumftances before recited, 
but did give directions for the renewal of meafures of the like nature and tendency with thofe 
‘which (for feveral of the laft months at leaft of the faid proceedin::) had been employed with fo 
little advantage to ‘the intcreft, and with fo much injury to the reputation of the Company, his 
Mafters, in whofe name he aéted ; expreffing himfe!f in the faic letter of the 3d of March, 1783, 
-as follows: ** We defire you will inform us what mezars Pare been taken for recovering the 
és Someone par pretended balance of the extorted money? due from the liegums [Princefies] at 
<¢ Fyzabad.; and, it necefiary, you muft recommend it tothe Vizier t+ enforce the maf? effectual 
«c means for that purpofe.’’ And the Refident did, in his anfwer to the Foard dated 31rit March, 
1783, on this peremptory order, again detail the particulars aforef.i to the faid Warren 
Haftings, referring him to his furmer correfpondencc, itating the utter isoofbiliiv of proceeding 
further by force, and mentioning certain other difgraceful and oppre*ive circumitances ; and in 
‘particular, That the Company did not, in plundering the mother of L> réigning Prince of her 
wearing apparel and beafts of carriage, reccive a value in the leait cqi:al to the lols fhe fuffered ; 
the elephants having no buyer but the Nabob, and the cloath-, which had laft been deli- 
vered to Middlcton at a valuation of thirty thoufand pounds, were fo damaged by iil keeping, in 
warehoufes, that they could not be fold, even for fix months creJit, at much more than about 
‘eight thoufand pounds, by which a lofs in a fingle article was incurred of twenty-two thoufand 
pounds out of the fifty, for the recovery of which (fuppofing it had been a juit debt) fuch 
rigorous means had bccn employed, after having actually received upwards of five hundred 
thoufand pounds, in value tothe Company; and extorted much more, in iofs to the fuffering 
individuals. And the faid Briftow being well acquainted with the unmersciful temper of the 
{aid Haftings, in order to leave no means untried to appeafe him, not contented with the letter to 
the Governor-General and Council, did on the fame day write another letter zə him par trcwiar sy 
in which he did urge feveral arguments, the neceffity of ufing of which to tne faid fiaftings did 
reflect great difhonour on this nation, and on the Chriftian Religion therein proteiied ; viz. 
<< ‘That he had experienced great embarrafiment in treating with her (the mother of thereignirg 
"<< Prince) for, as the mother of the Vizier, the people look up to her with refpeét; and anv 
“<< -hard meafures practifed againft women of her high rank, create difconrent, and ali & our 
«< national chareéter.” And the faid Refident, after condemning very unjuitly her conduct, 
added, ‘* Still fhe is the mother of the-Prince of the country, and the religious prcjudices of 
<e Muffulmen prevail too ftrongly in their minds to forget her iituation.” 


LXX. 


That the faid Warren Haftings did not make any anfwer to the faid letter. Bat the mother 
‘of the Prince aforefaid, as well as the mother of his father, being, in conicquence of his the 
faid Haftings’s directions, inceflantly and rudely pretied by their defcendant, in the name of 
the Company, to pay tothe laft farthing of the demand, they did both poiitively refufe to pay 
-any part of the pretended balances aforetaid, until their landed eftates weie reftored to them ; 
on the fecurity of which alone, they alledged themfelves to be in a condition to borrow any 
‘money, or even to provide for the fubfiftence of themfelves and their numercus dependants. — 
And, in order to put fome end to thefe differences, the Vizier did himfelf, about the bezinnine 
of Auguft, 1783, go to Fyzabab, and did hold divers conferences with his parents, and did 
-confent.and engage toreftore to them their landed eftates aforefaid; and did ifue an order 
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that they fhould be reftored accordingly : But his Minifter aforefaid, having before his eyes the 
peremptory orders of him, the faid Warren Haftings, did perfuade his Matter to difhonour him- 
felf, in breaking his faith and engagement with his mother, and the mother of his father, by 
firit evading the execution, and afterwards totally revoking his faid public and folemn act, on 
pretence that he had agreed to the grant ‘<$ from fhame, being in their prefence [the prefence of 
<< his mother and grandmother] and that it was unavoidable at the time ;’’—the faid Minifter 
declaring to him, that it would be fufficient if he allowed them ‘* money for their mecefJary cx- 
< pences, and that would be doing enough.” 


LX XI. 


That the faith given for the reftoration of their landed eftates being thus violated, and the 
money for necefflary expences being as ill fupplied as before, the women and children of the 
jate Sovereign, father of the reigning Prince, continued expofed to frequent want of the com- 
mon neccflarics of life; and, being forely prefled by famine, they were compelled to break 
through all the principles of local decorum and referve, which conftitute the dignity of the 
emale fex in that part of the world, and after great clamour and violent attempts, for one 
whole day, to break the inclofure of the palace, and to force their way into the public marker, 
in order to move the compaffion of the people, and to beg their bread; and they did, on the 
next day, actually procced to the extremity of expofing themfelves to public view—an extre- 
mity, implying the loweft ftate of difgrace and degradation; to avoid which, many women 
in India have laid violent hands upon themfelvyes—and they did proceed to the public market- 
place, with the ftarving children of the late Sovereign, and the brothers and fitters of the 
reigning Prince ! A minute account of the tranfaétion aforefaid was written to the Britifh 
Refident at Lucknow, by the perfon appointed to convey intelligence to him from Fyzabad, in 
the following particulars, highly difgraceful to the honour, juftice, and humanity of this 
mation: 





LX XII. 


cc The ladies, their attendants,-and fervants, were ftill as clamorous as laft night. Latafut, 
the Daroga, went to them, and remonftrated with them onthe impropriety of their conduédt, 
at the fame time affuring them, that in a few days all their allowances would be paid ; and, 
fhould not that be the cafe, he would advance them ten days fubfiftence, upon condition 
<< that they returned to their habitation. None of them, however, confented to his propofals 5 
but were ftill intent upon making their efcape through the bazar (market-place) and in 
confequence formed themfelves into a line, and arranging themfelves in the following order 

<< the chiidrcn in the front; behind them the ladies of the feraglio; and behind them a aim 


their attendants: buttheir intentions were fruftrated by the oppofition which they met from 
ss Latafut’s fepoys.” 


LXXIII. 


« The next day Latafut went twice to the women, and ufed his endeavours to make them 
return into the Zenanah, promifing to advance them ten thoufand rupees ; which, upon 


the money being paid down, they agreed to comply with; “but night coming on, no- 
é thine tranfpired. 


LXXIV. 


< On the day following, their clamours were more violent than ufual. Latafut went to con- 
<¢ fer with them upon the bufinefs of yefterday, offering the fame terms, Depending upon 
the fidelity of his promifes, they confented to return to their apartments; which they ac- 

<¢ cordingly did, except two or three of the ladies, and moft of their attendants. Latafut 
then went to Hofiimund Ally Cawn, to confult with him upon what means they fhould take. 
They came to a refolution of driving them in by force; and gave orders to their fepoys to 
beat any one of the women who fhould attempt to move forward. The {cpoys confequently 
aflembled ; and, each one being provided with a bludgeon, they drove them by dint of beat- 
< ing into the Zenanah. The women, feeing the treachery of iuatafut, proceeded to throw 
Rones and bricks at the fepoys, and again attempted to get out; but finding that impof- 
ible, from the gates being fhut, they kept up a continual difcharge of itoncs and bricks 
till ahout ten; when finding their fituation defperate, they retired into the Kung Mohul, 
and forced their way from thence into the palace, and difperfed themfeives about the houie 
and garden; after this they were defirous of getting into the Begum ’s apartment, but 
«< fhe being xpprifed of their intention, ordered her doors to be fhut. In the mean time, 
Latafut and’ iloffmund Ally Cawn pofted fentries to fecure the gates of the Iefler 
C C éc Mohul. 
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€¢ Mohul. During the whole of this conflict, all the ladies and women remained expofed 
<< to the view of the fepoys. The Begum then fent for Latafut and Hoffmund Ally Cawn, 
<< whom fhe feverely reprimanded, and infifted upon knowing the caufes of this infamous bclha- 
< yvyiour. They pleaded in their defence the impoffibiliry of helpin- it, as the treatment the 
<¢ women had met with had been conformable to his Excellency the Vizier’s orders. “The De- 
*< pum alledged, that even admitting that the Nabob had given thofe orders, they were by no 
<* means authorifed in this manner to difgrace the family of Sujah Dowlah; and fhould the: 
«c not receive their allowance for a day or two, it could be of no great moment: what was 
‘© pafled was now at an end, but that the Vizier fhould certainly be acquainted with the whole 
“<< of the Affair, and that whatever he defired fhe fhould implicitly comply with. The Begum 
<c then fent for five of the children who were wounded in the affray of lait night, and after en- 
< deavouring to footh them, fhe fent again for Latafut and Hofimund Ally Cawn, and in the 
<< prefence of the children exprefied her difapprobation of their conduct, and the improbability 
< of Afuph ul- Dowlah’s fuffering the ladies and childrenof Shujah Dowlah to be difgraced by 
<c being expofed to the view of the rabble. Upon which Latafut produced the Ictter from the 
< Nabob, at the fame time reprefenting that he was amenable only to the girders of his Excel- 
<< Jency, and that whatever he ordered it was his duty to ‘obey; and that had the ladies 
<c thought proper to have retired into their apartments quietly, he would not have ufed the 
€< means-he had taken to compel them. The Begum again obferved, that what had happened 
€ was now over. She then gave the children 400 rupecs, and difmiffed them, and fent word 
< by Jumrud and the other eunuchs, that if the ladies would peaceably retire to their apart- 

ments, Latafut would fupply them with 3 or 4,000 rupees for their perfonal expences, 
< and recommended to them not to incur any further difgrace, and that if they did not 
‘© think proper to act agreeable to her dire€tions, they would do wrong. The ladies followed 
‘* her advice, and about ten at night went back into the Zenanah. The next morning the 
<¢ Begum waited upon the mother of Shujah Dowlah, and related to her all the circumftances 
££. of the difturbances. “Che mother of Shujah Dowlah returned for anfwer, that after there 
of being no accounts kept of crores of revenues, fhe was not furprifed that the family of Shu- 
jah Dowlah, in their endeavours to procure a fubfiftence, fhould be obliged to expofe them- 
£ felves to the meaneft of the people. After bewailing their misfortunes, and fhedding many 
€ tears,. the. Begum took. her leave, and returned homeé.”’ 


That the faid affecting narrative, being fent, with others of the fame nature, on the 2oth of 
January 17384, to the faid Warren Haftings, he did not order any relief in confequence thereof, 
or take any fort of notice whatfoever of the faid intelligence. 


LXXV. 


Fhat the Court of Direĉtors did exprefs ftrong doubts of the propriety of feizing the eftates 
aforefaid, and did declare to him the faid Haftings, that the only confolation they felt on the 
*“* occafion is, that the amount of thefe jaghires for which the Company were guarantees, is to be 
“© paid through our Refident at the Court of the Vizier; and it very materially concerns the credit 
“* of your governor, on no account to /uffer fuch payments to be evaded.” But the faid Warren 
Haftings did never make the arrangement fuppofed in the faid letter to be aétually made, nor 
did he caufe the Refident to pay them the amount of their jaghires, or to make any payment to 
them. | . 


And the faid ‘Haftings being exprefsly ordered by the. Court of DireStors to reftore to them 
their eftates, in cafe the charges made upon them fhould not be found true; he, the faid Haftings, 
did contumacioufly and cruelly decline any compliance with the faid orders, until his journey to 
Lucknow, in when he did, .as he fays, ** conformably to the orders of the 
< Court of Dire&tors, and more to the inclination of the Nabob Vizier, reftore to them their 
<: jaghires, but with the defalcation, according to his own aceount, of a large portion of 
€c their re{pective fhares ;*” pretending, without the leaft probability, that the faid defalcation 
was a ** voluntary conceffion on their part.” But what he has left to them for their fupport, or 
in what: proportion to that which he has taken away, he has no where ftated to the Court of 
Directors, whofe faith he has broken,.and whofe orders he has thus eluded, whilft he pretended 
to yield fome obedience to them. 


LXXVI. 


That the faid Warren Haftings having made a malicious, loofe, and ill fupported charge, backed 
by certain unfatisfaCtory affidavits, as a ground for his feizing on the jaghires and the treafures 
of the Vizier’s mother, folemnlv guaranteed to them; the Court of Direétors did, in their let- 
ter of the 14th of February 1733, exprefs themfelves as follows concerning that nami as 
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e: which the Governor General (he the faid Warren Haftings) in his letter to your board the 
234 of January 1782, has declared he frenuou/ly encouraged and fupported: we hope and truft, for 
the honour of the Britifh nation,. that the meafure appeared fully juftified in the eyes of al} 
& Indoftan. The Governor General has informed-us, that it can be well attefted that the 
Begums (the mother 2nd grandmother of the Nabob aforefaid) principa‘ly excited and fup- 
ported the late commotions; and that they carried their inveteracy to the Englifh nation fo 
far, as to air at our utter extirpation.’’—And the Court of Directors did further declare as fol- 
lows:—‘* hat it no where appears from the papers at prefent in our poficflion, that they 
< (the mother and grandmother of the Nabob of Owde) excited any commotions previous tothe 

imprifonment of Rajah Cheyt Sing, and only armed themfelves in confequence of that tranf- 
action; and as it is probable, that fuch a conduét proceeded from metives of felf defence, 
under an apprehenfion that they themfelves might likewile be laid under unwarrantable con- 
tributions.” —And the faid Court of Direétors, in giving their orders for the reftoration of 
the jaghires, or for the payment of an equivalent through the. Refident, did give this order for 
tie reftoration of their eftates as aforefaid, on condition that it fhould appear from enquiry, 
‘that they were not guilty of the practices charged upon them by the faid Haftings. Mr. 
Stabies, one of the Council General, did, in execution of the faid conditional order, propofe an 
enquiry, leading to the afcertainment of the condition, and did enter a minute as follows: 
e ‘That the Court of Direétors, by their letters of the 14th of February 1783, feem not to be 
‘¢ f{atisfied that the difaffection of the Begums to this government is fufficiently proved by the 
< evidence before them; I therefore think, that the late and prefent Refident, and command- 
«s. ing- officer in the Vizier’s country at the time, fhould be called on to collect what further 
<< information they can on this fubjeét in which the honour and dignity of this government 
cc is fo materially concerned; and that fuch information may be tran{mitted to the Court of Di- 
<¢ reétors.”? And he did further propofe heads and modes of enquiry, fuitabie to the doubts 
exprefled by the Court of Directors. But the faid Warren Fiaftings, who ought long before, on 
principles of natural juftice, to have inftituted a diligent enquiry in fupport of his fo im- 
probable a charge, and was bound, even for hisown bonour, as well as for the fatisfaction of the 
Court of Dire&tors, to take a ftrong part in the faid enquiry, did fet himfelf in oppofition te 
the fame, and did carry with him a majority of Council againft the faid enquiry into the juf- 
tice of the caufe, or any propofition for the relief of the fufferers, afferting, ‘* that the reafons 
«c of the Court of Direétors, if tranfmittec with the orders for the enquiry, will prove ineffectan 
<< order for collecting evidence to the juftification and acquittal of the Begums, and not for the in- 
<c weftigation of the truth of the charges which have been preferred againf? them.” hat Mr. 
Stables did: not propofe, (as in the faid Haftings’s minute is groundlefsly fuppofed) that the rea- 
fons of the Court of -Direétors fhould be tranimitted with the orders for an enquiry. But the 
apprehenfiton of the faid Warren Haftings, of the probable refule of the enquiry propofed, did 
ftrongly indicate the fenfe of his own guilt, and the innocence of the parties accufed by him; and 
if, by his conftruction, Mr. Stables’s minute did indicate an enquiry merely for the juftification 
of the parties by him accufed, (which conftruction the motion did not bear) it was no more 
than what the obvious rules of juftice would well fupport ; his own proceedings having been ex 
parte; he having employed Sir Elijah Impey to take affidavits againit the women of high rank 
aforefaid, not only without an enquiry made on their part, but without any communication 
to them, of his practice and proceeding againft them; and equity did at leaft require that 
they, with his own knowledge, and by the fubordinates of his own government, fhould be al- 
lowed a public enquiry to acquit themfelves of the heavy offences with which they had been by 
him clandeftinely charged. 
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LXXVII. 


That he the faid Haftings, in order to effectually ftifle the faid enquiry, did enter on recerd 
a further minute, afferting, that the faid enquiry would be produéctive ‘** of evils greater than 
« any which exift in the confequences which have already taken place, and which time has almo/? 
cbiiterated;”’ as alfo the following—** If I am rightly informed, the Nabob Vizier and the 
s Begums are on terms of mutual good-will. It would ill become this government to inter- 

pofe its influence, by any act which might tend to revive their animofities, and a very flight 
$* cccafion would be fufficient to effect it. They will inftantly take fire on fuch a declaration, 

proclaim the judgment of the Company in their favour, demand a reparation of the acts, 
which they will conftrue wrongs, with fuch a fentence warranting that conftruction, and either 
accept the invitation, to the proclaimed fean:'al of the Nabob Vizier, which tvz’? mot add t> 
the credit of our government ; or remain in his dominions, but not under his authority, to add 
to his vexations, and the diforders of the country, by continual intrigues and feditions. 
Enough already exifts to affect his peace and the quiet of his people. If we cannot heal, let 
us not inflame the wounds which have been inflitited.—** If the Begums think themfelves 
aggrieved to fuch a degree as to juftify them in aia appeal toa. foreign jurifdiSicn; to appeal 
to it againft a man ftanding in the relation of fon and grandfon to them; to appeal to tne. 
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<< juftice of thofe who have been the abettors and infiruments of their imputed wrongs ; let us at leaft 
“ permit them to be the judges of their own feelings, and prefer their complaints, before we 
< offer to redrefs them. They will not need to be prompted. I hope I fhall not depart from 
< the fimplicity of official language, in faying, the Majefty of Juftice ought to be approached 
‘<< with folicitation, not defcend to provoke or invite it, much lefs to debafe itfelf by the fuz- 
<< geftion of wrongs, and the promife of redrefs, with the denunciation of punifhments bcfore 
ec trial, and even before accufation.” 


LXXVIII. 


That the faid Warren Haftings, in attempting to pafs an act of indemnity for his own crimes, 
and of oblivion for the fufferings of others, fuppofing the latter a/mo/f? obliterated by time, did 
not only mock and infult over the fufferings ‘of the allies of the Company, but did fisew an 
indecent contempt of the underftandings of the Court of Directors ; becaufe his violent attempts 
on the property and liberty of the mother and grandmother of the ally aforefaid, had not their 
firt commencement much above two years before that time, and had been continued, without 
abatement or relaxation on his part, to the very time of his minute: the Nabob having, by the 
inftigation of his the faid Haftings’s inftrument, Hyder Beg Khan, not two months before the 
date of the confultation, been obliged a fecond time to break his faith with relation to the 
eftates of his mother, in the manner herein before recited. And the faid Haftings did not, 
and could not conceive that the clearing the mother could revive any animofity between her and 
her fon, by whom fhe never had been accufed. The faid Haftings was alfo fenfilble, that the 
reftoration of her landed eftates, recommended by the Court of Directors, could not produce 
any ill effects on the mind of the faid fon, as it was ‘* with almoft unconquerable reluctance 
<< he had been perfuaded to deprive her of them.” And at the time of his fubmitting to be- 
come an inftrument in this injuftice, did ** declare”? both to the Refident and his Minifters, 
«< that it was an act of compulltion,.”’ 


' LXXIX. 


"That the faid Haftings further, by infinuating that the women in queftion' would act amifs in 
appealing to a foreign jurifdidiion againft a fon and grandfon, could not forget that he himfelf, 
being that foreign jurifdiction (if any jurifdiction there was) did himfelf direét and order the 
injuries ; did himfelf urge the calumnies ; and did himfelf caufe to be taken and produced the 
unfatisfactory evidence, by which the women in queftion had fuffered ; and that it was againft 
him the faid Haftings, and not'againft thcir fon, that they had reafon to 2ppeal. But the truth 
is, that the enquiry was moved for by Mr. Stables, not on the prayer or appeal of the fufferers, 
but upoan the ill imprefīion which the faid Haftings’s own conduét, merely and folely on his 
own {tate of it, and on his own evidence in fupport of it, had made on the Court of Dire&ors, 
who were his lawful mafters, and not fuitors in his court. And his arrogating to himfelf and 
his colleagues to be a tribunal, and a tribunal, not for the purpofe of doing juitice, but of 
refufing enquiry, was an high offence ard mifdemeanor (particularly as the due obedience to the 
Company’s orders was eluded on the infolent pretence, ** That the Majeity of Juftice ought to 
< be approached with folicitation, and that it would debafe itfelf by the fuggeittion of wrongs, 
<< and the promife of redrefs,”?) in a Governor, whofe bufinefs it is, even of himfelf and un- 
folicited, not only to promife, but to afford redrefs to all thofe who fhould fuffer under the 
power of the Company, even if their ignorance, or want of protection, or the imbecility of 
their fex, or the fear of irritating perfons in rank and ftation, fhould prevent them from {eek- 
ing it by formal folicitation. 


LXXX. 


That the faid Warren Haftings, at the time when he pretended ignorance of all folicitation 
‘ for juftice on the part of the women aforefaid, and on that pretence did refufe the enquiry 
moved by his colleague, Mr. Stables, had in all probability received from the Refident Middle- 
ton, or if he had made the flighteft enquiry from the faid Middleton, then at Calcutta, migħt 
immediately receive an account, that they did actually folicit the faid Refident, through Major 
Gilpin, for redrefs againít his the faid Hattings’s calumnious accufation, and tbe falfe teftimony 
by which it was fupported ; and did fend the faid complaint to the Refident Middleton, by the 
faid Gilpin, to be tranfmitted to him the faid Haftings and the Council, fo early as the 19th 
of O&teber, 1782; and that fhe, the mother of the Nabob, did afterwards fend the fame tothe 
Refident Briftew, aflerting their innocence, and accompanyiny the fame with the copies of let- 
ters (the originals of which they aflerted werc in their hands) from the chief witneiles againt 
them, Hannay and Gordon, which letters did direétly overturn the charges or infinuations in 
the affidavits made by them; and that inftead of any accufation of an attempt upon them and 
their parties, by the inftigation of the mother of the Nabob, or by her Miniiters, they the faid 
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Hannay and Gordon did attribute their prefervation to them, and to their fervices ; and did, 
with itrong expreffions of gratitude-both to the mother of the Nabob and to her Minifters,. 
fully acknowledge the fame. Which remonitrance of the mother of the Nabob, and the letters” 
of the faid Hannay and Gordon, ‘are annexed to this charge; and the faid Haftings is highly 
criminal, for not having examined into the faéts alledged in the faid remonftrance. 


' LXXXI. 


That the violent proceedings of the faid Warren Haftings did tend to imprefs all the neigh- 
bouring Princes, fome of whom were allied in blood to the opprefied womeħ of rank aforefaid, 
with an ill opinion of the faith, honour, and decency of the Britifh nation; and accordingly, 
on the journey aforefaid, made by the Nabob from Lucknow to’ Fyzabad, in which the faid 
‘Nabob did reffore, in the manner before-mentioned, the confifcated eftates of his mother and 
grandmother, and did afterwards revoke his faid grant, it appears that the faid journey did 
caufe a general alarm (the worft motives obtaining the maft eafy credit with regard to any 
future proceeding, on account of the foregone acts) and ‘excited great indignation among the 
ruling perfons of the adjacent country ; infomuch that Major Brown, Agent to the faid Warren 
- Haftings at the Court of the King Shaw Allum at Delhi, did write a remonftrance therein to 
Mr. Briftow, Refident at Owde, as follows :—‘* The evening of the 7th, at a conference I had 
‘¢-with Mirza Shuffee Cawn,-he introduced a fubje&t refpe&ting the Nabob Vizier, which, 
<< however difagreeable it may be for you to know, and confequently for me to communicate, 
« I am under a neceffity of laying before you. He told me he had received information from 
e Lucknow, that, by the advice of Hyder Beg Cawn, the Vizier had determined to bring his 
‘© grandmother, the widow of Sufdar feag, fiom Fyzabad to Lucknow, with a view of getting 
<< a further fum -of money from her, by feizing-on her eunuchs, digging up the apartments of 
<< her houfe at Fyzabad, and putting ber own perfon urder reftraint. "This, he faid he knew, 
«< was not an a@ of our government, but the mere advice of Hyder Beg Cawn, to which the 
« Vizier had been induced to attend. He added, that the old Begum had refolved rather to 
cc put herfelf to death, than fubmit to the difgrace intended to be put upon her; that if fuch 
<< a circumftance fhould happen, there is not a man in Indoftan who will attribute the ad to 
«c the Vizier [ Nabob of Owde| but every one will fix the odium on the Englifh, who might eafily, by 
<< the influence they fo largely exercife in their own concerns there, have prevented fuch unnatural 
c conduct in the Vizier. He therefore called upon me, as the Englifh Reprefentative in this 
<: quarter, to inform you of this, that you may prevent a ftep which will deftroy all confidence 
«<< in the Englifh nation throughout Indoftan, and excite the bittereft refentment in all thofe 
<< who by blood are conneéted- with -the houfe of Sufdar Jung.” He concluded by faying, 
«c that if the Vizier fo little regarded his family and perfonal honour, or his natural duty, as 
«¢ to with to difgrace his father’s mother for a fum of money, let him plunder her of all fhe 
«c has, but let. him fend her fafe up to Delhi, or Agra, and, poor as I am, I will furnifh fub- 
ec fiftence for her, which fhe fhall poffefs with fafety and honour, though it cannot be adequate 
< to her rank.—This, Sir, is a moft exact detail of the converfation (as far as related to that 
<< affair) onthe part of Mirza Shuffee Cawn. On my part I could only fay, that I imagined 
<< the affair was mifreprcfented, and that I fhould write as he requefted. Let me therefore 
« requeft that you will enable me to anfwer, in a more effectual manner, any further queftions 


e on this fubject. 
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« As Mirza Shuffee’s grandfather was brother to Sufdar Jung, there can'be no doubt ol 
what his declaration means, and if this meafure of difmiffiing the old Begum fhould be 
perfifted in, I fhould not, from the ftate of affairs and the character of the Amir ul Omrah, 
«c be furprized at fome immediate and violent refolution being adopted by him.” 


„LXXXIII. 


A 
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That Mirza Shuffee, mentioned in this correfpondence (who has fince been murdered) was of 
near kindred to the lady in queftion (grandmother to the Nabob) who was refident in a pro- 
vince immediately adjoining to the province of Owwde, and from proximity of fituation and 
-nearne(s of conneétien, was Hkely to have any intelligence concerning his female relations 
from the beft authority. 


LXXXIV. 


That the Refident Briftow, on receiving this letter, did appiy to the faid Hyder Beg ‘Cawn 
for an explanation of the Nabob’s seaman e denied that the Nabob intended more than 
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a vifit of duty and ceremony ; which, whatever his difpofitions might have bsen, and probably 
‘were, towards his own mother, was not altogether probable, as it was well known that he 
was on very bad terms with the mother of his father ; and it appears, that intentions of a fimi- 
lar nature had been before manifefted, even with regard to his own mother, and therefore 
obtained the more cafy credit concerning the other woman of high rank aforefaid, efpecially as 
the evil defigns of the faid Hyder Beg were abundantly known; and that the faid Haftings, 
upon whom he did wholly depend, continued to recommend ‘** the moft effectual, that is, the 
*< moft violent means for the recovery of the {mall remains of his extorted demand.” But 
although it does mag appear that the Befident did give credit to the faid report, yet the effe& 
of the fame on the minds of the neighbouring Princes, did make it proper and neceflary to 
dire&t a ftri&t enquiry into the fame, which was not donc; and it does not appear that any 
further enquiry was made into the true motives for this projeéted Journey to Fyzabead, nor 
into the proceedings of Hyder Beg Cawn, although the faid Warren Haftings well knew, that 
all the acts of bes Maho and his principal miniiters, were conftantly attributed to him, and 
that it was known that fecret agents, as well as the Company’s regular agent, were employed 
by him at Lucknow and other places. 


LXXXV. 


That the faid Haftings, who did, on pretence of the majefty of juftice, refufe to inquire 
into the charges made upon the female parents of the Nabob of Owde, in juftification of the 
violence offered to them, did voluntarily and of his own accord make himfelf an accufer of the 
Refident Middleton, for the want of a literal execution of his orders, in the plans of extortion 
and rapine aforefaid, the criminal nature, {pirit, and tendency of the faid proceedings, for the 
defective execution of which he brought the faid charge, appearing in the defence or apology 
made by Mr. Middleton, the Refident, for his temporary and fhort forbearances. 


LXXXVI. 


<¢ It could not, I flatter myfelf, be termed a long or unwarrantable delay (two days) when 
<< the importance of the bufinefs, and the peculiar embarraflments attending the profecution 
<< of it to its defired end, are confidered. ‘The Nabob was fon to the Begum, whom we were 
<* to proceed againft ; a fon againft a mother muft at leait fave appearances in his mode of pro- 
<< ceeding.— T he produce of his negociation was to be received by the Company. Receiving a 
< benefit, accompanying the Nabob, withdrawing their proteétion, were circumftances fuf- 
<< ficient to mark the Englifh as the principa: movers in this bufinefs. At a court where no oppor- 
<¢ tunity is loft to throw odium on us, fo favourable an occafion was not miiled to perfuade 
<< the Nabob that we inftigated him to difhonour his family for our benefit. The impreffions 
«c made by thefe fuggeftions conftantly retarded the progrefs, and more than once adlually 
<< broke off the bufinefs - which rendered the utmoft caution on my part neceflary, efpecially 
< as I had no affiftance to expect from the miniiters, who could not openly movc in the bufi- 
<c nefs. In the Eaft, it is well known, that no man, either by himfelf or his troops, ‘can 
«c enter the walls of a Zemana, fcarccly in the cafe of aéting againft an open enemy, much 
<< lefs of an ally—an aliy aéting againf? his own mother. The outer walls, and the Bezum’s 
<< agents, were all that were liable to immediate attack; they were dealt with, and fuccefs- 
<< fully, as the event proved.” —He had before obferved to Nir. Elaftings, in his corref{pondence, 
what Mr. Haftings well knew to be true, ** that no farther rigour than that he had exerted, 
e< could be ufed againft females in that country; where force could be employed, it was not 
‘© fpared.— That the place of concealment was only known to the chief eunuchs, wno could 
<< not be drawn out of the women’s apartments, where they had taken refuze, and from 
«c which, if an attempt had been made to ftorm them, they might efcape; and the fecret of 
<< the money being known only to them, it was neceflary to get their perfons into his hands, 
«c which could be ebtained by negeciation oniy.’ — The Refident concluded his defence by 
declaring his ** hope, that if the main objcét of his orders was fulfilled, he fhoutd be no 
s longer held criminal for a deviation from the precife letter of them.” 


LXXXVII. 


That the faid Warren Haftings did enter a reply to this anfwer, in fupport of his criminal 
charge, continuing to infift, ** That his orders ought to have becn literally obeyed,” although 
he did not deny that the above difficulties occurred, and the above confequences mult have be: 
the refult; and though the reports of the military officers, charged with the execution of his 
commiffion, confirmed the moral impoffibility, as wcll as inutility in point of profit, of forcing 
a.fon to greater violence and rigour againft his mother, 3 
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That the faid Haftings, after all the acts aforefaid, did prefume to declare on record, in his 
minute of the 23d September, 1783, ‘* That whatever may happen of the events which he 
<< dreads in the train of affairs now fubfifting, he fhall at leaft receive this confolation under 
<< them, that he ufed his utmoft exertions to prevent-them; and that, in the annals of the 
< nations of ‘India which have been fubjeéted to the Britifh dominions, HE fhall not be remem- 
<€ bered among their oppreffors.”? And, {peaking of certain alledged indignities offered to the 
Nabob of Owde, and certain alledged fufpicions of his authority, with rogers to the manage- 
ment of his houfhold, he the faid Haftings did, in the fame minute, endeavour to excite the 
{pirit of the Britifh nation, feverely animadverting on fuch offences, making ufe of the fol- 
lowing terms: ‘* If there be a fpark of generous virtue in the breafts of any of wd country- 
< men, who fhall be the readers of this compilation, this letter [a letter of complaint from 
the Nabob] “< fhall ftand for an inftrument to awaken it to the call of vengeance againft fo 
“© flacitious an abufe of authority, and reproach to the Britifh name.” i 








From her Excellency the Bhow Begum to Mr. Briflow, Refident at the Vizier’s Court. 


it eee is no neceflity to write to you by way of information. A detail of my fuf- 
ferings from common’ report, and the ‘intelligence of thofe who are about you, 
the account of them will have .reached your ears: I will here relate a part of 
them. . l 


After the death of Sujah Dowlah, moft of his ungrateful fervants were ages rer J 
labouring to gratify their enmity; but finding, from the firm and fincere friendfhip whic 

fubfifted between me and the Englifh, that the accomphfhment of their purpofes was 
fruttrated, they formed the-defign of occafioning a breach in that alliance, to infure their own 
fuccefs. I muft acquaint you, that ‘my fon Afuf ul Dowlah had formerly threatened to feize 
my Jaghire ; but upon producing the treaty figned by you, and fhewing it to Mr. Middleton, 
he interfered, and prevented the impending evil.— The confpiration now framed an accufation 
againft me, of a conduct which I never had conceived even in Idea, of rendering affiftance to 
Rajah Cheyt Sing. ‘The particulars are as follow :—My fon Afuf ul Dowlah and his Mi- 
nifters, with troops and a train of artillery, accompanied by Mr. Middleton, on the 16th of 
the month of Mohurum, arrived at Fyzabad, and made a demand of a crore of rupees. As 
my inability to pay fo vait a fum was manifeft, I produced the treaty you figned and gave me; 
but to no effect ; their hearts were determined upon*violence. I offered my fon Afuf ul Dowlah,. 
whofe -will is dearer to mc than all my riches, or even life itfelf, whatever money and 
goods I was pofiefled of; but an amicable adjuftment feemed not worth accepting ; he de- 
manded the delivering: up the fort, and the recall of ‘the troops that were ftationed for the pre- 
ferving the peace of the city. To me, tumult and difcord appeared unnecefflary. I gave up 
thefe points, upon which they feized my head Eunuchs, Jewar Ally Cawn and Behar Ally 
Cawn, and fent them to Mr. Middleton, after-having obliged them to fign a bond for fixty 
lacks of rupees: ‘They were thrown into prifon with fetters about their feet, and denied 
food and water. I, who had never even in dreams experienced fuch an oppreffion, gave 
up all I had, to preferve my honour and dignity: But this-would not fatisfy their demands ; 
they charged me with a rupee and half batta upon each Mohur, and on this account laid claims 
upon me to the amount of fix lacks fome thoufand rupees, and fent Major Gilpin to exaét the 
payment. Major Gilpin, according to orders, at firft was importunate; but being a man of 
experience, and of a benevolent difpofition, when he was convinced of my want of means, he 
changed his conduct, and was willing to apply to the fhroffs and ‘bankers to lend me the 
money. But with the lofs of my Jaghires, my credit was funk, I could not raife the fum ; at 
laft, feeling my helplefs fituation, I colleéted my wardrobe and furniture, to the amount of 
about three. jack of rupees, befides fifty thoufand rupees which I borrowed from one place or 
other, and fent Major Gilpin with it to Lucknow. My fufferings did not terminate here. 
The difturbances of Colonel Hannay and Mr. Gordon were made a pretence for feizing my 
Jaghire. The {tate of the matter is this: When Colonel Hannay was. by Mr. Haftings -or- 
dered to march to Benares during the troubles of Cheyt Syng, the Colonel, who had plundered 
the whole country, was incapable of proceeding, from the union of thoufands of Zemindars, .who bad 
feized this favourable opportunity ; they harrafled Mr. Gordon near Junivard, and the Zemindars 


of 
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of that place and Acberpore oppofed his march from thence, till he arrived neat Sanda. As the 
Sanda Nutta, from its overflowing, was difficult to crofs without a boat, Mr. Gordon fent to 
the Fouzdar to f{ypply him: He replied, the boats were all in-the river, but would, according 
to.erders, affift him as foon as poffible. Mr. Gordon’s fituation would not admit of his wait- 
ing ; he forded the Nutta upon his elephant, and was hofpitably cntertained and protecicd by the 
Fouzdar for fix days. In the mean timé a letter was received by me from Colonel Hannay, de- 
firing me to efcort Mr. ‘Gordon to Fyzabad. As my friendfhip for the Englith _was always 
fincere, I readily. complied, and fent fome companies of Nejecbs..to efcort Mr. Gordon, and 
all his effecéts, to Fyzabad ; where having provided for his entertainment, I effected his junction 
with Colonel Hannay. ‘The letters of thanks I received from. beth thefe gentlemen, upon this 
occafion, are {till in my, pofleffion; copies of which Į gave in charge to Major Gilpin, to be 
delivered to Mr. Middleton, that-he might forward them to the Governor General. To be 
brief, thofe who have loaded me with accufations, are.now clearly convicted of falfchood. 
But is it not extraordinary, that notwithftanding the juftnefs of my caufe, that nobody relieves 
my misfortunes ?* Why did Major Gilpin return without effcét ? 


My prayers have been conftantly offered to Heaven for your arrival; report has announced 
it ; for which reafon I have taken up the pen, and requeft you will not place implicit confidence 
in my accufers, but, weighing in the fcale of juftice their- falfehoods and my reprefentations, 
zo Ph exert your influence in putting a period to the misfortunes with. which I am over- 
‘~whelmed. 





—— m 


-Copy of a letter from Colonel Hannay to Fewer Ally. Cawz and Behar Ally Cawn. 


- I had the pleafure to receive your friendly letter, fraught with benevolence ; and whatever 
favours you, my friends, have been pleafed to confer refpecting Mr. Gordon, afforded me the 
greateft pleafure. 


` Placing a firm reliance on your friendfhip, I am in-expectation that the.aforefaid gentleman, 
with his baggage, will arrive at Fyzabad in fafety, that the. fame may oblige -and afford fatis- 
. faction to me. 


| A letter from Mr. Gordon is inclofed to you—I amin expectation of its ‘being inclofed in 
a-cover to to the Aumil of Saunda, to the end that the Aumil may forward it to the abovemen- 
_ tioned gentleman, and procure his reply. Whenever the anfwer arrives, let it be delivered to 
Hoolas. Roy, who will forward it to- me. 


Always rejoice me bya few lines refpecting yaur. health .(continue ta honour me with you 
correfpondence. ) = 





“Copy of a letter from Colonel Hannay to Fewar and Behar Ally Cawn. 


Cawn Saib, my indulgent. friends, remain under the proteétion.of God. 


Your friendly letter, fraught..with kindnefs, accompanied by an honorary letter from the 
Begum Saib,-of exalted dignity, and enclofing a letter from Mr. Gordon,. fent. through your 
Hircarahs, obliged and rejoiced me. 


With refpect.to.what you communicate. regarding your not having-received an anfwer to 
your friendly epiftle, I became perfectly aftonifhed, as a reply was written from Mohcedree ; it 
may be owing to the danger of the road that it never arrived; not.to the {malle{t neglect on my 
fide (or of mine.) 


I now fend two. letters to you ; one’ by the Dawk .people,. and the fecond by one of my 
Hircarahs (who will prefent them to..you): which you certainly will receive. 


I am extremely..well contented and pleafed-with the fricndfhip you have fhewn. 
You wrote me, to remain perfectly eafy concerning Mr. Gordon.—Verily, from the kind- 


nefs of you, my indulgent friends, my heart is quite eafy. You alfo obferved and a 
that 
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that as Mr. Gordon’s coming with thofe attached to him (probably his Sepoys and others) 
might be attended with difficultv, if I approved, he fhould be invited alone to f yzabad.—My 
friends, I place my expeétation entirely upon your friendfhips, and leave it to you to adopt the 
marmer in which the faid gentleman may arrive in fecurity, without moleftation at Fyzabad ; 
but at the fame time, let the plan be fo managed that it may not come to the —— of any 


Zemindars ; in this cafe, you arc men of difcernment. However, he is to come to Fyzabad; 
extend your affiftance and endeavours. 


It is probable that the Begum Saib, of high dignity, has received authentic intelligence from 
the camp at Benares, Favour me with the contents or purport. 


From Mr. Gordon’s letter, I underftand that Mirza Imaum Bakfh, whom you difpatched 


hither (Saunda) has, and ftill continues to pay great attention to that gentleman; which 
affords me great pleafure. 


An anfwer to the Begum’s letter is to be prefented. I alfo fend a letter for Mr. Gordon, 
»>which pleafe to forward. 


An Addrefs from Colonel Hannay to the Begum. 


Begum Saib, of exalted dignity and generofity, &c. whom God preferve. 


Your exalting letter, fraught with grace and benevolence, that through your unbounded 
generofity and goodnefs was fent through grace and favour, I had the honour to receive in a 
fortunaté moment ; and whatever you were pleafed to write refpecting Mr. Gordon, <4 that at 
<< this time the fhort-fighted and deluded R yots had carried their difturbances and ravages beyond 
<c all bounds, Mr. Gordon’s coming with his whole people (or adherents) might be attended 
< with difficulty ; and therefore, if I chofe, he fhould ‘be invited to come alone.” Now, as 
your Highnefs is the beft judge, your faithfui-fervant repofeth his moft unbounded hopes and 
expectations upon your Highnefs, that the aforefaid Mr. Gordon may arrive at Fyzabad without 
any apprehenfion or danger. "I -fhall be then extremely honoured and obliged. 


Confider me in the light-of a firm-and faithful fervant, continue to honeur and exalt me by 
your letters. 


What further can I fay? 


Or m a o m ae 





A Copy of an Addrefs from Mr. Gordon to the Begum. 


Begum Saib, of exalted dignity and generofity, whom God preferve. 


After prefenting the ufual profeffions of fervitude, &c. in the cuftomary manner, my addrefs 
is prefented. 


Your gracious letter, in anfwer to the petition of your fervant from Goondah, exalted me. 
From the contents, I became unfpeakably imprefled with the honour it conferred. May 
the Almighty protect that royal purity, and becftow happinefs, increafe of wealth, and proi- 
perity. 


The welfare of your fervant is entirely owing to your favour and benevolence. A few days 


have elapfed fince I arrived at Goondah with the Colonel Saib. 


This is prefented for your Highnefs’s information. I cherifh hopes from your generofity, 


that confidering me in the light of one of your fervants, always continue to exalt and honour 
sue with your gracious letters. 


May the Sun of profperity continually fhine. 
E.e Copy 
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“Copy of a Letter to Mahumed Jewar Ally Cawn and B:har Ally Cawn, from Mr Gordon. 


Sirs, my indulgent friends, 
Remain under, &c. &c. 


After compliments. I have the pleafure to acquaint you, that yeftetday, having taken leave 
of you, I paffed the night at Noorgunge, and next morning about ten or eleven o’clock, 
through your favour and benevolence, arrived fafe at Goondah. Miur Aboo Bukth, cmindar, 
and Mur Ruftum Ally, accompanied me. 


To what extent can I prolong the praifes of .you, my beneficent friends? May the Supreme 
Being, for this benign, campatlionate, humane action, have you in his keeping, and increafe 
your profperity, and fpeedily grant me the pleafure of an interview. Until which time con- 
tinue to favour me with friendly letters, and oblige me by any commands in my power to 
execute. 


May your wifhes be ever crowned with fuccefs ! 


My Compliments, &c. &c. &c. 





Copy of a Letter from Colonel Hannay to Jewar Ally Cawn and Behar Ally C awn. 


Cawn Saib, my indulgent friends, 
Remain under the protection-of the Supreme being. 


After compliments and fignifying my earneft defire of an interview, I addrefs you. 


Your friendly letter, fraught with kindnefs, I had the pleafure to receive in a propitious 
hour, and your inexpreffible kindnefs in fending for Mur Naffer Ally with a force :o Caurda 
for the purpofe of conducting Mr. Gordon with all his baggage, who is now arrived at 


F yzabad. 


‘This event has afforded me the moft exceffive pleafure and fatisfaction. Mey the Omnipotence 
preferve you, my fteadfaft firm friends. The pen of iriendfhip itfelf cannot fufficiently exprefs 
our generofity and benevolence,. and that of the Begum of high dignity, who fo gracioufly has 
interefted herfelf in this matter. Inclofed is an addrefs for her, which pleafe to forward. I 


hope from your friendfhip until we meet, you will continue to honour me with an account of 
your health and welfare. -What further can I write? 


THE 
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{No. 5.) 
The REVOLUTIONS in FARRUCKABAD. 


k. 
i ie a ‘Prince called Ahmed Khan wasa family amongft the moft diftinguifhed in 


Indoftan, and of a natiog famous through that empire for its valour in acquiring, and its 
policy and prudence in well governing the territories it had acquired, called the Pataus or 
Afghauns, of which the Rohillas were a branch. The faid Ahmed Khân had fixed his 
refidence in the city of Farruckabad, and in the firft wars of this nation in India, the faid 
Ahmed Khan attached himfelf to the Company againft Sujah Dowlah, then an enemy, now a 
dependant on that Company. Ahmed Khan, towards the clofe of his life, was difpofleffed of 
a large part of his dowinions by the prevalence of the Mahratta power; but his fon, a minor, 
fucezeded to his pretenfions, and to the remainder of his dominions. “The Mahrattas were ex- 
pelled by Sujah ul Dowlah, the late Vizier, who, ‘finding a want of the fervices of the fon and 
fucceflor of Ahmed Khan, called Mozaffer Jung, did not only guarantec him in the poffeffion 
of whic he then actually held, but engaged to reftore all the other territories which had been 
occupied by the Mahrattas : and this was confirmed by repeated treaties and folemn oaths, by 
the late Vizier and by the prefent; ` but neither the late nor the prefent Vizier fulfilled their 
engagements, or obferved their oaths; the former having withheld what he had ftipulated to 
refiore, and the latter, not only fubje€ting him to a tribute, inftead of reftoring him to what 
his father had unjuftly withheld, and having made a further invafion by depriving him of fifteen 
of his diftriéts, levying the tribute of the whole on the little thatremained, and did put the 
fmall remains of his territory under a fequeftrator or colle&tor, appointed by Almas Ali Khan, 
who did grievoufly afflict and opprefs the Prince and territory -aforefaid. 


That the hardthips of his cafe being frequently reprefented to Warren. Haftings, Efquire, he 
did fuggeft adeubt, whether'** that little ought to be ftill fubje& to tribute,” indicating that 
the faid tribute might be hard and inequitable; but whatever its juftice might have been, that 
“<< from the earlicf period of our connection with the prefent Nabob of.Owde, it had invariably 
«c continued a part of the funds affigned by his Excellency as a provifion for the liquidation of 

the feveral pubiic demands of ‘this government (Calcutta) upon him; and in confequence of 
the powers the Board deemed it expedient to veft in the Refident at his Court, for the col- 
lection of the Company’s affiznments, a fezauwil (a fequeftrator) has always been ftationed 
to enforce by every means in his power the payment of the tribute.” And the faid tribute 
was, in confequence of this arrangement, not paid to the Nabob, but to the Britifh Refident 
at Owde; and the fume being therefore under the direétion, and for the fole ufe of the Com- 
pany, and indeed the Pince himfelf wholly dependent, the reprefentatives of the faid Com- 


pany were refponfible for the protection of the Prince, and for the good government of the 
country. 


II. 


“That the faid Warren Haftings'did, on the 22d of May, 1780, reprefent to-the Board of 
Calcuttu the condition of the faid country in the following manner: 


« The total want of all order, regularity, or authority in his government, (the-Farruckabad 
government) to which, among other obvious caufes, it may, no doubt, be owing, that the 
country of Farruckabad is become an aimof? entire wafte, without cultivaticn or inhabitants 3 
that the capital, which, buta very fhort timeago, was diftinguifhed as one of the moft po- 
pulous and opulent commercial cities in Indoftan, at prefent exhibits nothing but fcenes of the 
mofi wretched poverty, defolation, and mifery; and that the Nabob himfelf, though in 
pofleffion of a traét of country,-which, with only common care, is notorioufly capable of 
yielding an annual revenue of between thirty and forty lacks (three or four hundred thoufand 
** pounds) with no military «ftablifhment to mainain, fcarcely commanding the means of bare fub/ifience.”” 
And the faid Warren Haflinzgs, taking into contideration the faid ftate of the country and its 
Prince ; and that the latter had $$ preferred frequent complaints (which complaints the faid Haftings 
& to that time did not lay before the Board, as his duty required) of the hardfhips and indig- 
€: nities to which he is fubjected by the conduct of the fezauwil (fequeftrator) ftationed in the 
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<¢ country for the purpofe of levying the annual tribute, which he is bound by treaty to pay to 
<‘: the Soubah of Owde ;” he, the faid Warren Hattings, did declare himfelf ‘* extremely de- 
€: firous, as well from motives of common jufiice as due regard to the rank which that Chief holds 
“© among the Princes of Indoflan, of affording him relief.” And he, the faid Warren Hatftings, 
as the means of the faid relief, did, with the confent of the Board, order the faid native fe- 
queftrator to be removed, and an.Englifh Refident, a fervant of the Company, to he appornred 
inthis room, declaring, ‘*he underftood a local interference to be indi/pen/ably necf/ury for 
‘ realizing the Vizier’s juft demands.’’ 


sil. 


"That the faid native fequeftrator being withdrawn, and a: Re“dent appointéd, no complaint 
whatever concerning the collection of the revenue, or of any indignities offered to the Prince of 
the country, or oppreffion of his fubjects by the faid Refident, was made to the Superior Coun- 
cil at Calcutta; yet the faid Warren Haftings did, nevertheleis, in a certain paper, purporting 
to be a treaty made at Chunar with the Nabob of Owde onthe 19th of September, 1781, at 
the requeft of the faid Nabob, confent to an article therein, ** "l hat no Englifh Refi.icnt be 
«< appointed -to. Farruckabad, and that the prefent be recal:.d;”? and the faid Warren 
Haftings, knowing that the Nabob of Owde was ill-affected towards the faid Nabob of Far- 
ruckabad, and that he was already fuppofed to have oppreficd him, did juftify his conduct on 
the principles, and in the words following: ‘* hat if the Nabob Mozafter Jung muf? endure 
< oppreffion, (and I dare not at this time propofe-bis total relief) it concerns the reputation of our 
<< government to remove our participation in it??? And the faid Warien Haftings making, 
recording, and.acting upon the firit of the faid falfe and inhuman fuppofitions, moit fcandalous 
to this nation, namely, that Princes paying money wholly tor the ule of the Company, and 
dire&tly to its agent, forthe maintenance of Britifh troops, by whofe force and power the iaid 
revenue. wasin effect collected, muft of neceffity endure oppreffion, and that our.government 
at any time dare not propofe their fota/ relief, was an high offence and mifdemeanor in the 
faid Warren Haftings, and the rather, becaufe in the. faid treaty, as well before and after, the 
faid Haftings, who pretended not to dare to relieve thofe opprefied by the Nabob of Owde, did 
allume a complete authority over the faid Nabob himfelf, and did dare to opprefs him. 


IV. 


“That the fecond principle, affumed by the faid Warren Haftings, 2s ground for voluntarily 
abandoning the protection of thofe, whom he had before undertaken to relieve, on the fole 
Strength of his own authority, and in full confidence of the lawful foundation thereof, and for 
delivering over the perfon fo taken into protection, under falfe names and pretended defcrip- 
tions, to .known oppreffion, aflerting, that the reputation of the Company was faved by 
removing this apparent participation, when the new, as well as the old arrangements, were 
truly and fubftantially acts of the Britifh Government, was difingenuous, deceitful, and ufed to 
cover unjuftifiable defigns, fince the faid Warren Haftings well knew, that all oppreffions 
exercifed by the Nabob of Owde, -were folely, and in this inftance. particularly, upheld by 
Britifh force, and were imputed to this nation ; and becaufe he himfelf, in not more than three 
days after the execution of this treaty, and in virtue thereof, did direét the Britifh Retident at 
Owde, in orders, to which he required his moft implicit obedience, ** That the Minifters (the 
<< Nabob of Owde’s Minifters) are to chufe all aumils and collectors of revenue with your 
** concurrence.” And the difhonour to the Company, in thus deceitfully concurrine in 
oppreffion, which they were able and were bound to prevent, is much aggravated by the faid 
W arren Haftings’s receiving from the perfon, to whofe oppreffion he had delivered the faid 
Prince, asa private gift or donation, to himfelf, and for his own ufe, a ‘um of money, amount- 
ing to one hundred thoufand pounds and upwards, which might give juft ground of fufpicion 
that the faid gift from the oppreflor tothe perfon furrendering the perfon injured to his merey, 
-might have had fome fharein the faid criminal tranfaction. z 


V. 


That the faid Warren Haftings did (in the paper juftifying the faid furrender of the Prince, 
put by himfelf under the protection of the Eaft.India Company) affert, ** That it was a tact, 
& that the Nabob Mozaffer Jung (the Nabob of Farruckabad) is equally urgent with the 
< Nabob Vizier fur the removal of a Refident,”” without producing, as he ouzht to have done 
any document to prove his improbable aflertion, namely, his affertion that the oppreffed Princo 
did apply to his known enemy and oppreffor, the Nabob of Owde (who, if he would, was not 
able to relieve him againft the will of the Englifh Government) rather than to that Englifth 
Government, which he muft have conceived to be more impartial, to which he had made his 
former complaint, and which was alone able to relieve him. 


Vi. T bat 
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Vi. 


"That the faid Warren Haftings, in the faid writing, did further convey an infinuation of an 
ambiguous, but, on any conftruction, of a fufpicious and dangerous import; viz. ‘* It is a 
** faét, that Mr. Shee’s (the Refident’s) authority over the territory of Farruckabad, is in 
<e itfelf as much fubverfive of that,-(of the lawful rulers) as that of the Vizier’s aumil (col- 
<< Jeftor) ever was, and is the more oppreffive, as the power from whence it is derived is 
s greater.” The faid aflertion proceeds upon a fuppofition of the illegality, both of the 
‘Nabob’s and the Company’s government; all confideration of the zítle to authority being 
‘therefore on that fuppofition put out of the queftion, and the whole turning only upon the 
exercife of authority, the faid Haftings’s fuggeftion, that the oppreflion of government muft be 
sin proportion to its power, is the refult of a falfe and dangerous principle, and fuch as it is 
criminal for any perfon, entrufted with the lives and fortunes of men, to entertain, much more 
publicly to profefs as a rule of aétion, as the fame hath a direct tendency to make the new 
and powerful government of this kingdom in India dreadful to the natives, and odious to the 
world. Butif the faid Warren Haittings did mean thereby indirectly to infinuate, that oppref- 
fions had been aétually exercifed under the Britifh authority, he was bound to enquire into 
thefe oppreffions, and to animadvert on the perfon guilty of the fame, if proof thereof could 
be had; and the more, as the euthority was given by himfelfy and the perfon, exercifing it, 
was by himfelf alfo named. And the faid Warren Haftings did, on another occafion, affert 
that ** whether they were well or ill founded, he never had an opportunity to afcertain.’’ 
But it is not true, that the faid Haftings did, or could want fuch opportunity; the faét being, 
that the faid Warren Haftings did never caufe any enquiry to be made into any fuppofed abufes, 
during the faid Refidency, but did give a penfion of fifteen hundred pounds a year to the faid 
Jate Retident, as a compenfation to him for an injury received, and did afterwards promote 
the faid Refident, as a faithful fervant of the Company, (and nothing appears to fhew him 
otherwife} to a judicial office of high truft ; thereby taking away all credit from any grounds 
-afferted or infinuated by the faid:Hattings, for delivering the faid Nabob of-Farruckabad, to the 


hand of a known enemy and oppreffor, who had already, contrary to repeated treaties, deprived 
him of a large part of his territories. 


VII. 


Fhat on the faid Warren Haftings’s reprefentation of- the tranfacttion aforefaid to the 
Court of Directors, they did heavily and juftly cenfure the faid Warren Haftings for the fame, 
and did convey their cenfure to him, recommending relief to the fovereign Prince, but without 


any order for fending a new Refident; being, as it may be fuppofed, prevented from taking 
that itep by the faith of the treaty made at Chunar. 


VIII. 


That all the oppreffions, forefeen by him the faid Warren Haftings, when he made the article 
aforefuid in the treaty of Chunar, did actually happen; for immediately on the removal of the 
Britifh Refident, the country of Farruckabad was fubjeéted to the difcretion of a certain native 
Manager of Revenue called Almas Ally Khan, who did impoverith and opprefs the country, 
and infult the Prince, and did deprive him of all fubfiftence from his own eftates ; taking 


from him even kis gardens and the tombs of his anceftors,; and the funds for maintaining 
the fame. 


ee 


"That on complaint of thofe proceedings, the faid -Haftings cid, of his own authority, and 
without communicating with his Council, direét the native Collector aforefaid to be removed, 
and the territory of Farruckabad to be left tothe fole management of its natural Prince But 
in a fhort time, the faid Haftings, pretending to receive many complaints, purporting that the 
tribute to the Nabob remained wholly unpaia, and the agent to the Prince of: Farruckabad at 
the Prefidency, and afterwards chief manager to the Prince aforcfaid, having, as the faid 
Warren Haitings iaith, ** had the infolence to propagate a report, that the interference to which 
<c his maíter owed the power he then enjoyed, was purchafed through him,” he the faid 
Haftings cid avain (but as before withouc the Council) ** withdraw his protection and interference 
< altopether’ on or about the month of Auguft, 1982, and did fignify his refolution, through 
the Refident Middleton, tothe Nabob Vizier. But the faid Haftings afferts, that ** the con- 
e fequence of this his own fecond deriliction of the Prince of Farruckabad, was an aogravated 
é renewal of the feverities exereifed againft his government, and the re-appointment of a 
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e Sezawall, with powers deegated or aflumed, to the utter extinélion of the rights of Mo- 
« gaffer Jung, and ectualiv deriving ‘im of tne means of fubfiftence.”’ And the faid 
Hatftings did receive, on the 16th of February, 1783, from the Prince aforefaid, a bitter 
complaint of the fame, to the following tenor; 


« The miferies which have fallen upon my country, and the poverty and diftrefs which 
<< have been heaped upon me, by the re-appointment of the Sezawal], are fuch, that a relation 
€ of them wouid, I am convinced, excite the ftronveft teelings of compaffien in your breaft, 
cec But it is impofMfible to relate them: On one fide, my country ruined and uncultivated to 
“© a degree of defolation which excecds all defcription; on the other, my domeftic con- 
€ cerns and connexions involved in fuch a fate of difire/s and horror, that even the relations, 
cc the children, and the wives of my father are flarving, in want of daily bread, and are on the 
<6 point of flying voluntary exiles from their country, and from each other.” 


But although the faid Haftings did, on the 16th of February, receive and admit the juflice 
of the faid complaint, and did not deny the urgent neceMity of redrefs, the faid letter contain- 
ing the following fentence: ‘* If there fhould be any dely in your acceptance of this propofal, 
<< my exifience and the exifience of my family uid become aiffirult and doubtful.” And although ke 
did admit the interference to be the more urgently demanded, ** as the fervices of the Englith 
‘© troops have been added to enforce the authority of the Sezawall,” and although he admits 
alfo, that even before that time, fimilar complaints and applications had been made, yet he did 
withhold the faid letter of complaint, a minute of which he aflerts he had, at or about that 
time, prepared for the relief of the fufferer, from the Boa:d of Council, and did not fo much 
as propofe any thing relative to the fame for feven months after, viz. until the 6th of October, 
1783. The faid letter and minute being, as he aflerss, ‘* withheld from caufes not neccffary to 
“© mention, from prefentation.” By which means, the faid country and Prince did fuffer a 
long continuation of unneceffary hardfhip, for which the faid Hiftings confeficd it was his duty 
to relieve them, and thata Britith Refident was neceflary at Farruckabad, ‘** froma fenfe of 
‘© fubmiffion to the implied orders of the Court of Direétors, in their letter of 1782, lately 
<¢ received, added to the convidtion Ihave LONG SINCE entertained of the neceffity of fuch ar 
<c appointment, for the prefervation of our national credit, and the means of re{fcuing an ancient 
<< and refpeftable family from-ruin.” 


And thé faid Warren Haftings did at length perform what he thought had rg fince been 
necefflary, and in contradiétion to his engagements with the Nabob, in the treaty of Chunar; 
and againft his ftrong remonftrances, urgirg his humiliation from this meafure, and the faith 
of the agreement, and avainit his own former declaration, that it concerned the reputation 
of our Government ta remove our partic:pation in the opprefiions which he, the faid Haftings, 
fuppofed the Prince of Farrucxabad muft undergo, did once more recommend to the Council 
a Britifh Refident at.Farruckabad, and the withdrawing the native Sezawall; no courie being 
left.to the faid Haftings to take, which was not a violation of fome engagement, and a 
contradi&tion to fome principle of juftice and policy by him deliberately advanced and entered 


on record. 


That Mr. Willes being appointed Refident, and having arrived at Farruckabad on the 2sth 
of February, 1784, with initrudtions to enquire minutely into the“ftate of the country and 
the ruling family, he, the faid Refident Wiiles, in obedience thereto, did fully explain to him, 
the Governor General, the fad Warren Fiatt:nes, (he being then out of the Company’s 
Provinces, at Lucknow, on a delegation which refpected this very country as part of the de- 
pendencies of Owde) the fituation of the province of Farruckabad; but the faid Warren 
Haftings did not take or recommen: any meatui: whatfoever for the relief thereof, in confe- 
quence of the faid reprefentation; nor even communicate to the Council Gencral the faid 
reprefentation ; and it was not until the 28th of June, 1783, that is fixtecn months from the 
arrival of the Refident at his ftation, that any thing was laid before the Board relative to the 
regulation or relief of the drftrefled country aforefaid, and that, not from che faid Warren 
Haftings, but from other members of the Council; which purpofed neglect of duty, joined 
to the preceding wilful delay of feven months in propoting the faid relief originally, caufed 
near two years delay. And the faid Warren Haftings is further culpable, in not communi- 
cating to the Council Board the order which he had, of his own authority, and without any 
powers from them, given to the faid Refident Willes, and thereby prevented them, anJ did 
thereby prevent them from taking fuch fteps as might counteract the ii: ef-éts of the faid 
order ; which order purported that the faid Willes was not to inteifere with the Nabob of 
Farruckabad’s government, for the regulation of which he was in cffict appointed to the 
Refidency; declaring as follows: ‘* J-rely much on your moderation and good judgment, 

« which 
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ʻe which I hope will enable you to regulate your conduct towards the Nabob and his /rwants 
‘¢ in fuch a manner, that, without interfering in the executive part of his government, you may 
‘s render him eflential fervice by your counfel and advice.” And this reftriction the faid 
Ha!tings did impofe, which totally fruftrated the purpofe of the Refident’s miffion, though he 
weil knew, and had frequently {tated the extreme imbccility and weaknefs of the faid Nabob 
of Farruckabad, and his tuvjeétion to unworthy fervants. And in the minute of confultation, 
upon which he founded the appointment, did ftate the Nabob of F arruckabad ce as a weak 
% and unexperienced young man, who had abandoned himfelf entirely to the difcretion of his 
fervants; and the reftoration of his independence was followed by a zotal breach of the 
engagements he had promifed to fulfil, attended by pointed inftances of contumacy and 
s difrefpceét.”” And in the faid minute the faid Haftings adds (as before mentioned) *¢ his prin- 
<< cipal fervant and manager had prop2gated a report, that the rnterference, (namely his the faid 
Haftings’s interference) ** to which his mafter owed the power he then enjoyed, was purchafed 
“© by him,” the principal fervant aforciaid: yet he, the faid Haftings, who had afligned on 
record the charaéter of the faid Nabob, and the conduct of his fervants, and the aforefaid 
report of his principal fervant, fo hixzhly difhonvurable to him the faid Haftings, as reafons 
for taking away the independency of the Nabob of Farruckabad, and the fubjecting him to the 
oppreflion of the Nabob of Owde’s officer Almas Ally, did again himfelf eftablifh the pretended 
independence of the faid Prince of Farruckabad, and the real independence of his corrupt and 
perfidious fervants, not again{ft the Nabob of Owde, but againft a Britifh Refident appointed 
by himfelf (** as a character eminently qualified for fuch a charge”) for the correétion of 
thofe evils, and for rendering the Prince-aforefaid an ufeful ally to the Company, and reftoring 
his dominions to order and plenty. 


éh 
cc 


That the faid Haftings did not only difable the Refident at Farruckabad by his faid prohi- 
bitory letter, but did render his very remaining at all in that ftation perfectly precarious, by a 
fub‘equent letter rendering him liable to difmiffion by the Vizier—thereby changing the tenure 
of the Refident’s office, and changing him from a minifter of the Company, dependent on the 
Governor General and Council, to a dependant upon ‘an unrefponfible power; in this alfo 
2cting without the Council, and by his own ufurped authority: And accordingly the faid 
Refident did declare in his letter of the z4th of April, 7s ‘t that the fituation ot the coun- 
< try was more diftrefsful than» when he (the Prince of Farruckabad) addrefled himfelf for 
< relief in 1783, and that he was forry to fay that his appointment at Farruckabad was of no 
€ ufe.” “That though the old tribute could not be paid, owing to famine and other caufes, it 
was increafed by a new impofition, -making the whole equal the entire grofs produce of the 
revenue; that therefore there will not be ‘* any thing for Ss p a ar the Nabob and family.” 
And the uncles of the faid. Nabob of Farruckabad, the brethren of the late Ahmed Khan 
(who had rendered important fervices to the Company) and their children, in a petition to the 
‘Refident, reprefented, that foon after the fucceffion-of Mozaffer Jung, ‘* their -mifery com» 
< menced. The- Jaghires {lands and eftates) on which they fubfifted were difallowed. Our 
<c diftrefs is great, we have neither clothes nor food. “Though we felt hurt at the idea of 
«< explaining our fituation, yet, could we have found a mode of conveyance, we would have 
<&c proceeded to Calcutta for redrefs. T he fcarcity of grain this feafon is an additional. misfortune. 
<< With dificulty we fupport life. From your prefence without the provinces we expeét relief. 
‘<< It is not the cuftom of the Company to deprive the Zemindars and Jaghurdars of the means 
“& of fubliftence. To your juftice we look up.” 


This being the fituation of the perfon and family of the Nabob of Farruckabad and his 
nearcit relations, the ftate of the Company and its capital prevented from-.all relief by the faid 
Warren Haftings, is defcribed, in the following words, by the Refident Willes. 


«< Almas Ally has taken the Purgunnah of Marara at a very inadequate rent, and his Aumils 
“© have feizcd many adjacent villages : the Purgunnahs of Cocutmow and Souje are conftantly 
e piundered by his people. The colleétion of the Gauts near Futty Ghur have been feized 

by the Vizier’s Cutwal, and the “emindars in four Purgunnahs, are fo refractory as to have 
fortified themfelves in their gurries, and to refufe all payments of revenue. This is the ftate 
of the Purgunnahs ; and Farruckabad, which was once the feat of great opuience and trade, is new 
<< daily defertea by iss inhabitants. Tts walls mouldering away, without police, without prote@ion, 
<c expofed to the depredations of a banditti of two or three hundred robbers, who, night aad night 
s< enter it for plunder, murdering all wha oppofe them. The ruin that has overtaken this country 

is not to be wondered at, when it is confidered that there has been no filate, no fiable government 
for many years. There has been the Nabob Vizier’s authority, his Minifters, the Refident’s 
at Lucknow, the Sezawalls, the camp authority, the Nabob Mozaffer Jung’s, and that of 
4% twenty. Dewans or advilers. No authority fufficiently predominant to eflablif any regu!ations 


« for 
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ec for the benefit of the country, whilft each authority has been exerted as opportunity offered 
& for temporary purpofes.” 


<< Such being the prefent deplorable. ftate of Farruckabad and its diftrits, in the enfuing 
‘© year it will be in vain to look for revenue, Af fome regulations, equal to the exigency, be 
< not adopted. The whole country will be divided between the neighbouring powcriul Au- 
< mils, the refractory Zemindars, and banditti of robbers; and the Patans, who might be 
€c made ufeful fubjects, will fly from the fcene of anarchy. The crifis appears now come, that 
<< either fome plan of government fhould be refolved on, foas to form faithful fubjects on the 
«< frontier, or the country be given up to its fate; and if it be abandened, there can be little 
<< doubt but that the Mahrattas will gladly feize on a ftation fo favourable to incurfions into 
ec the Vizier’s dominions, will attach to their interefts the Hindoo Zemindars, and pofiefs 
«<< themfelves of forts, which with little expence being made formidable, would give employ- 
<< ment perhaps to the whole of our force, fhould it ever be neceflary to recover them.” 


' ‘That the Council at Calcutta, on the reprefentation aforefaid, made by the Refident at Far- 
ruckabad, did propofe and record a plan for the better government of the faid country, but did 
delay the execution of the-fame, until the arrangements made by the faid Haftings with the 
Nabob Vizier fhould be known ; but the faid Hafting~, as far as in him lay, did entirely fet afide 
any plan that could be formed for that purpofe, upon the bafis of a Britifh Refident at Farrucka- 
bad, by engaging with the faid Nabob Vizier, that no Britifh influence fhall be employed 
within his dominions, and he has engaged to that ‘Prince, not to abandon him'to any other 
mode of relation; and he has informed the Court of Directors that the territories of tue Nabob 
of Owde will be ruined, if Refidents are fent into tnem, obferving, that ** Refidents never 
« will be fent for any other Purpofe, than thofe of vengeance and corruption.” 


“That the faid Warren Haftings did declare to the Court of Dire&tors, that in his opinion 
the mode of relief moft effectual, and moft. lenient with rezard to Farruckabad, would be to 
nominate one of the family of the Prince to fuperintend his affairs, and to fi.cure the pay- 
ments; but this plan, which appears to be moft conneéted with the rights of tie ruling family, 
whilft it provides againft the imbecility of the natural Lord, znd is free trom his objection to 
a Refident, is. the only one which the faid Haftings never hus executed, or even propofed to 
execute. 


That the faid Haftinzgs, by the agreements aforefaid, has left the Company in fuch an alter- 
native, that they can neither relieve the faid Princg of Farruck=bad from oppreffion, without a 
breach of the engagements entered into by him the faid Hiftings, with the Nabob. Vizier, in 
the name of the Company, nor fuffer him to remain-under the faid oppr: ffion without violating 
all faith, and all the rules of juftice with regard to him. And the faid Haftir.gs hath directly 
made, or authoriied, no lefs than fix revolutions in lefs than tive years, in the aforefaid harrafled 
province; by which frequent and rapid changes of government, all of them made in contra- 
diction to all his own declared motives and reafons, for the -feveral aét: fucccffiively done and 
undone in this tranfaction, the diftrefles of the country, and the diforders in its adminiftration, 
have been highly aggravated: and in the faid irregular proceedings, and in the grofs and com- 


plicated violations of faith with all parties, the faid Haftings is guilty of high crimes and 
mifdemeanours. 





(No 6,) 


DESTRUCTION of the RAJAH of SAHLON.E. 


L 
TH AT the late Nabob of Owde, Suja ul Dowlah, did (on what reafons of policy, or pre- 


tences of juftice, is unknown) difpoffefs a certain native perfon of diftin@tion, or eminent 
ag refiding in the country of Sahlone, ‘* the lineal defcendant of the moft powerful Hindoo 
“* Family in that part of Indoftan,” of his patrimonial eftate ; and conferred the fame, or part 
of the fame, on his: (the Nabob’s) mother, as a jaghire [or eftate ] for the term c£ her od 
al 
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and the mother of the Nabob, in order to quiet the country, and to fatisfy in fome meafure the 
principal and other inhabitants, did allow and pay a certain penfion to the faid Rajah; which 
penfion, on the general confifcation of jaghires (made at the inftigation of the faid Warren 
Haftings) and by the letting the lands fo confifcated to farmers at rack-rents, was difcontinued, 
and refufed to be paid; and the difcontinuance of the faid penfion, ** on account of the per- 
‘<< fonal refpec&t borne to the Rajah (as connections with him are fought for, and thought ro 
«c confer honour,” ) did caufe an univerfal difcontent, and violent commotions, in the diftri& of 
Sahlone, and other parts of the province of Owde, with great confequentr effulion of blood, 
and interruption, if- not total difcontinuance, to the collection of the revenues in thofe parts, 
other than as the fame was irregularly, and with great damage to the country, enforced by 
Britith troops. 


II. 


That Mr. Lumfdaine, the officer employed to reduce thofe difordered parts of the province 
to fubmiffion, after feveral advantages gained over the Rajah and his adherents, and expelling 
him from the country, did reprefent the utter impoffibility of bringing it to a permanent fettle- 
ment ‘* merely by forcible methods; as in any of his (the Rajah’s) incurfions, it would not be 
<t neceflary to bring even a force with him, as the Zemindars [landed proprietors and free- 
«c holders] are much attached to the Rajah, whom they confider as their hereditary Prince, and 
€ never fail to afift him; and that his rebellion againft government is not looked on as a 
é crime:” and Mr. Lumidaine declared it ‘* as his clear opinion, that the allowing the faid 
< Rajah a penfion, fuitable to his rank and influence in the country, to be the moft certain 
“© mode of obtaining a permanent peace ;”” alledging, among other cogent reafons, £** that the 
expence of the force neceffary to be employed to fubdue the country might be fpared, and 
employed elfewhere; and that the people would return to their villages with their cattle and 
effects, and of courfe government have fome fecurity for the revenue, whereas at prefent they 
€ have none:”’ and the reprefentation containing that prudent and temperate counfel, given by 
a military man of undoubted information, and perfeét experience in the local circumftances of 
the country, was tranf{mitted-by the Refident Briftow to the faid Warren Haftings, who did 
wilfully and criminally omit to order any relief to the faid Rajah, in conformity to the general 
fenfe and wifhes of the inhabitants ; a compliance with whofe fo reafonable an expectation, his 
duty in reftoring the tranquillity of the country, and in retrieving the honour of the Englifh 
government, did abfolutely require. But, inftead of making fuch provifion, a price was fet 
upon his head ; and feveral bodies of Britifh troops being employed to purfue him, after many 
fkirmifhes and much bloodfhed, and mutual wafte of the country, the faid Rajah, honoured 
and refpected by the natives, was hunted down, and at length killed in a thicket. 
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CHARGES of Prorusion in the Disposat of the Comrany’s 
TREASURE, and augmenting the CiviL ESTABLISHMENTS, 
from 205,399l. per Annum, to 927,945l. per Annum. 


HAT the Court of Dire&tors of the Eaft-India Company had laid down the following 

fundamental rules, for the conduét of fuch of the Company’s bufinefs in Bengal, as 
could be performed by contraét; and had repeatedly and ftrictly ordered the Governor ana 
Council of Fort William to obferve thofe rules: viz. That all contraéts fhould be publicly ad- 
vertifed, and the moft reafonable propofals accepted ; that the contraéts of provifions and for fur- 
nifiing draught and carriage bullocks for the army, fhould be annual: and that they fhould not 
fail to advertife for, and receive propofals for thoie contracts every year. 


That the faid Warren Haftings, in dire&t difobedience to the faid pofitive orders, and, asthe 
Directors themfelves fay, Ly a mof deliberate breach of his duty, did, in September 1777, accept 
of propofals offered by Erneit Alexander Johnfon, for providing draught and carriage bullocks, and 
tor victualling the Europeans, without advertifing for propofals as he was expreisly commanded 
to do, and extended the contract for three years, which was pofitively ordered to be annual; and, 


notwithftanding that extenfion of the period, which ought at leaft to have been Sone oF 
G 
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fome advantage to the Company in the conditions, did conclude the faid contract upon terms lefi 
gadvantageous kan the preceding contraé?, and therefore not on the lowe/? terms procurable :— I hac the 
faid Warren Haitings, in defiance of the judgment and lawful orders of bis fuperiors, which in 
this cafe left him no option, declared, that he difapproved of prb.ifking for propofais, and that the 
contract was reduced too low area} thereby avowing himielf the advocate of the ccntraétor, 
againft whom, as reprefentative of the Company, and guardian of their intere{ts, he properly 
‘was party, and preferring the advantage of the Contraétor to thofe of his own conftituents and 
employers:—That the Court of Directors of the Eaft-India Company, having careiully con- 
fidered the circumftances and tendency of this tranfaction, condemned it in the ftreongeft terms, 
declaring, that they would mot permit the contract to be continued, and that, ‘** if the contractor 
sE fhould think himfelf aggrieved, and take meafures in confequence, by which the Company 
<t became involved in lofs or damage, they fhould certainly hoid the majority of the Counci re- 
<c fponfible for fuch lofs or damage, and proceed againft them accordingly.” — That the faid 
Warren Haftines, in defiance of orders, which, the Directors fay, were lain and uncquivocal, 
did, in January 1777, receive from George Templar, a propofal efientially different from the 
advertifement publifhed by the Governor General and Council for receiving propofals for feed- 
ing the Company’s:elephants, and did accept thereof, not only without having recourfe to the 
proper means. for afcertaining whether the fzid propofal was the loweft that«would be offered, 
bat with another actually before the Board, nearly 30 percent. lower than that made by the faid 
‘George Templar, to whom the faid Warren Haftings granted a contract, in the terms propofed 
by the faid Templar, for three years, and did afterwards extend the fame to five years, with new 
and diftin&t conditions, accepted by the faid Warren Haftings, without advertifing for frefk pro- 
pofals, by which the Company were very confiderabie lofers:—On all which the Court of Di- 
rectors declared;~*¢ That this wafte of their property could not be permitted; that he the faid 
“<< Warren Haftinge had difregarded their authority, and difobeyed their orders, ‘* in not taking 
the loweft offers ;”’.and.they ordered that the contract for elephants fhould be annulled: And 
the faid Direétors further declared, that ‘* if the Contractor fhould recover damages of the 
<e Company for breach of engagement, they were determined, in fuch cafe to inftrtute a fuit ‘ae 
‘© law againft thofe members*of the Board who had prefumed, in direét breach of their orders, 
st to prefer the intereft of an individual to that of the.Company.” That the faid Warren 
Ffaftings did, in the year:1777, conclude with - - - - - -.- - Forde, a contract for an armed 
veffel forthe pilotage-of the Cksinaise river, and for the defence of the coaft and river againft 
the incurfions:of robbers, for the term of five years, in further difobedience of, the Company’s 
orders refpe€ting the mode and duration of contraéts, and with a confiderable encreafe of expence 
to the Company :—That-the farming out the defence of a‘country to a Contra&tor, being wholly 
unprecedented, and evidently abfurd, could have no real object but to enrich the Contractor 
at the Company’s expence; ee either the fervice was not dangerous, and then the cftablifhbment. 
was totally unneceflary, or, if it was a dangerous fervice, it was evidently the intereft of the 
Contractor to avoid fuch danger, and- not to hazard the lofs of his fhip or men, which muft be 
replaced at his own expence, and therefore that an active and -faithful difcharge of the Con- 
tractor’s duty, was incompatible with his intereft. È 





"That the faid Warren Haftings, in further defiance of the Company’s orders, and in breach ofthe 
eftablifhed rule of their. fervice, did, in the year 1777, conclude a contract with the Matter and De- 
puty Mafter Attendant of the Company’s marine or pilot fervice, for fupplying the faid marine 
with naval ftores, and executing the faid fervice, for the term of two years, and without advertifing 
for propofals: That the ufe ‘and expenditure of fuch ftores, and the direction of the pilot veffels, 
is under the pane TEER at thedifpofition of the Malter Attendant, by virtue of his office: 
That.he is officially the proper and reguiar check upon the perfon who furnifhes the ftores, and 
bound by his duty te'take care that all contracts for furnifhbing fuch ftores are duly and faithfully 
exccuted :—Fhat the faid Warren Haftings, by uniting the fupply and the check in the fame 
hands, did not only difobey the Company’s fpecific orders, and violate the fundamental rules 
and practice of the fervice, but did overfet the only juft and rational principie, on which this, 
ind every other fervice of a fimilar nature, ought to be conducted; and did not only fubjeét the 
company’s interelt, in point of expence, to fraud and collufion, but did thereby expofe the 
1avigation of the Bengal river to manifeft hazard and diftrefs; confidering that it is the duty of 
the. Mafter Attendant to take care that the pilot veffels are conflantly ftationed in tie roads to 
wait the arrival of the Company’s fhips, cfpecially in tempceftuous weather, and that they fhould 
be in aconftant condition to keep the fea; whereas it is manifeftly the interet of the con- 
tracior, in the firft inftance, to equip the faid veffels'as fcantily as poble, and afterwards to 
expofe them as littie as poffible to any. fervice in which the ftores, to be rep!:.ced by him, might 
be loft or confumed: And finally, that in June: 1779, the faid contraét was prolonged to the 
faid Mafter Attendant, by the faid Warren Haitings, for the further period of two years from 
the expiration. of the firft, without advertifing for propofals.—That it does not appear chat 
any of the preceding contracts have been annulled, orthe charges attending any of them abated, 
or that. the Court of Direétors haye ever ‘taken. any meafures to: compe! the faid Warren 

Hiuftings 
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Haftings to indemnify the Company, or to make good any part of the lofs incurred by the faid 
contracts. 


That in the year 1777 the faid Warrén Haftings did’recommend and appoint John Belli, at 
that time his private Secretary, to be Agent for fupplying the garrifon of Fort William with 
victualling ftores: That the ftores were to be purchafed with money advanced by the Company ; 
and that the faid Agent was to be allowed a tommiffion, or per centage, for his rifk and trou- 
ble: That, in order to afcertain what fum fhould be a reafonable compenfation for the Agent, 
the Governor General and Council agreed to confult fome of the principal Merchants of Cal- 
cutta : That the Merchants, fo confulted, reported their opinion, that 20 per cent. on the prime 
coft of the ftores would be a reafonable compenfation to the Agent: “Ehat nevérthelefs, the fald 
Warren Haftings, fupported by the vote and concurrence of Richard Barwell, then a Member 
of the Supreme Council, did propofe and carry it, that 30 per cent. per annum fhould be allowed 
upon all {tores -to be provided by the Agent: That the faid Warren Hattings profefled, that 
. & he preferred an agency to a contract for this fervice ; becaufe, if it were performed by con- 
ec tract, it muft then be advertifed, and the world would know what provifion was made for the 
s< defence of the Fort ;”? as if its being publicly known that the Fort was well provided for 
defence, were likely to -encourage an enemy to attack it.— That in Auguft, 1779, in defiance 
of the principle laid down by himfelf for preferring an agency to a contraét, the faid Warren 
Haftings did propofe, and carry it, that the agency fhould be converted into a contraé?, to be 
granted to the faid John Belli, without advertifing for propofals, and fixed for the term of five 
years, ‘f pretending that he had received frequent remonftrances from the faid Agent, concerning 
€“ the heavy lofies and inconveniencies to’ which he was /abjected by the indefinite terms of his 
<< agency,” nothwithftanding it appeared, by- evidence produced at the Board, that, on a fupply 
of about £.37,000, he had already drawn a commiffion of £.22,000 and upwards.—That the 
faid Warren Haftings pledged himfelf, that, if required by the Court of Direétors, the profits 
arifing Cogs: the agency fhould be paid into the Company’s Treafury, and appropriated as the Court 
Should direé?.— That the Court of Dire&tors, as foon as they were advifed of the firft appoint~ 
ment of the faid agency, declared, that they confidered the commiffion of. 20 per cent. as afi 
ample compenfation to ‘the Agent; and did pofitively order, that, according to the engagemefit 
of the faid Warren Haftings, ‘* the commiffion paid ‘or to be paid to the faid Agent, fhould be 
reduced to £.20 per cent.’’—-That the faid John Belli did pofitively refufe to refund any part of 
the profits he had received, or to fubmit to a diminution of thofe which he was itill to receive; 
and that the faid Warren Haftings has never made good his own voluntary and folemn engage- 
ment to the Court of Directors herein above mentioned: Andas his failure to perform the faid 
engagement is a breach of faith to the Company; fo his performance of fuch engagement, if 
he had performed it, and even his offering to pledge himfelf for the Agent, in the firft inftance, 
ou..ht to he taken as prefumptive evidence of a connexion between the faid Warren Haftings 
and the faid Agent, his private Secretary ; which ought not to exift between a Governor, a€ting 
in behalf of the Company, and a contractor making terms with fuch Governor for the executiori 
of a public fervice. 


That, before the expiration of the contra& herein before mentioned, for fupplying the army 
with draught and carriage bullocks, granted by the faid Warren Haftings to Erneft Alexander 
Johnfon for three years, the faid Warren Hattings did propofe and carry it in Council, that a 
new contract fhould be made, on a new plan, and that an offer thereof fhould be made to 
Richard Johnfon, brother and executor of the faid contraétor, without advertifing for propofals, 
for the term of five years :—That this offer was voluntarily accepted by the faid Richard Johnfon, 
who, at the fame time, defired, and obtained, that the new contraéts fhould be made out in the 
name of Charles Croftes, the Company’s Accountant and Sub-treafurer at Fort William :— 
That the faid Charles Croftes offered the faid Richard Johnfon as one of his fecurities for the 
performance of the faid contraét, who was accepted as fuch by the faid Warren Haftings; and 
that, at the requeft of the faid Contractor, the contrrét for viétualling the Europeans ferving at 
the Prefidency, was added to and united with that for furnifhing bullocks, and fixed for the fame 
period: That this extenfion of the periods of the faid contraéts was not compenfated by a 
diminution in the charge to be incurred by the Company on that account, as it ought to have 
been; but, on the contrary, the charge was immmoderately increafed by the new contracts 5 
infomuch, that it was proved, by ftatements and computations produced at the Board, that the 
incrcafe on the victualling contraét would, in five years, amount to £.40,000; and that the 
increafe on the bullock contraét, in the fame period, would amount to above four hundred 
thouland pounds: that when this, and many other weighty objections againft the terms of the 
faid contracts were urged in Council to the faid Warren Haftings, he declared, that he fhouid 
deliver a reply thercto ; but it does not appear that he did ever deliver fuch réply, or ever 
enter into a juftification of any part of his conduét in this tranfa€tion. That the A& of Par- 
liament of 1773, by which the firt Governor General and Council were appointed, did €x- 
prefsly limit the duration of their office to the term of five years,- which expired in October, 
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1779, and that the feveral contracts, herein before mentioned, were granted in September, 1779, 
and were made to continue five years after -the expiration of the government by which they 
were granted ; that by this anticipation, the difcretion and judgment of the fucceeding govern- 
ment, refpecting the fubjeét matter of fuch contracts, was taken away, and any correction or 
improvement therein, rendered impracticable.— That the faid Warren Haftings might have 
been juftified by the rales and practice, or by the neceffity of the public fervice, in binding 
the government. by engagements to endure one year after the expiration of his own office ; but 
on no principles could he be juftified in extending fuch engagements beyond the term of one 
year, much lefs on the principles he has avowed, namely, ** that it was only an act of com- 
é mon juftice in him to fecure-every man conneéted with him, as far as he legally could, from the 
«c apprehenfion of future oppreflion.’”’—T hat the oppreffion, to which fuch apprehenfion, if 
real, muft allude, could only confift in and arife out of the obedience, which he feared a future 
government. might pay to the orders of the Court of J)directors, by making all contracts annual, 
and advertifing for propofals publicly and indifferently, from all perfons whatever, by which 
it might happen that fuch beneficial contracts would not be conftantly held by men conneéted 
with him, the faid -Warren Haftings:—That this declaration made by the faid Warren 
Haftings, combined with all the circumftances belonging to thefe tranfactions, leaves no room 
to doubt, that in difobeying the Company’s orders, and betraying the trut repof-d in him 
as guardian of the Company’s property, his object was to purchafe the attachment of a 
number of individuals, and ‘to form „a party capable of fupporting and protecting him in 
return. 


That with the fame view; and on the fame principles, it appears that exceffive falaries and 
emoluments, at the Eaft India Company’s charge and expence, have been lavifhed by the faid 
Warren Hattings, to fundry individuals, contrary to the general principles of his duty, and in 
dire&t contradiétion to the pofitive orders of the Court of Directors: particularly, that 
whereas by a refolution of the Court of Proprietors of the Eaft India Company, and by an 
inftruétion of the Court of Direétors, it was provided and exprefsly ordered, that there fhould 
be paid to the late Sir John Clavering ‘* the fum of fix thoufand pounds {terling per annum, 
<< in full for his, fervices as Commander in Chief, in lieu of travelling charges, and of all other 
«€ advantages and emoluments whatever ;”” and whereas the Court of Directors pofitively 
ordered that the late ‘* Sir Eyre Coote fhould receive the fame pay, as Conimander in Chief of 
“© their forces in India, as was received by Lieutenant General Sir John Clavering ;”—the faid 
Warren Haftings, neverthelefs, within a very fhort time after Sir Eyre Coote’s arrival in 
Bengal, did propofe and carry it in Council, that a new eftablifhment fhould be created for 
Sir Eyre Coote, by which an encreafe of expence would be incurred by the India Company 
to the amount of eighteen thoufand pounds a year and upwards, exclufive of and in addition 
to his falary of ten thoufand pounds a year, provided for him by Act of Parliament as a 
Member of the Supreme Council, and exclufive of and in addition to his falary of fix thoufand 
pounds a year as Commander in Chief, appointed for him by the Company, and exprefsly fixed 
to that amount. 7 

‘That the difobedience and breach of truft of which the faid Warren Haftings was guilty in 
this tranfaction,: is highly aggravated by the following circumftances connected with it: 
That from the death ot Sir John Clavering to the arrival of Sir Eyre Coote in Bengal, the 
provifional command of the army had devolved to, and been vefted in, Brigadier General 
Giles Stibbert, the eldeft officer on that cftablifhment ; that in this capacity, and, as the faid 
Warren Haftings has declared, ‘4 ftanding no way diftinguifhed from the other officers in the 
< army, but by his accidental fucceffion to the firft place on the lift,’’ he, the faid Giles 
Stibbert, had, by the recommendation and procurement of the faid Warren Haftings, received 
and enjoyed a falary and other allowances to the amount of thirteen thoufand eight hundred 
and fifty-four pounds twelve fhillings, per annum.—That Sir Eyre Coote, foon after his arrival, 
reprefented to the Board, that a confiderable part of thofe aliowances, amounting to eight 
thoufand two hundred and twenty pounds ten fhillings, per annum, ought to devolve to him- 
felf, as Commander in Chief of the Company’s forces in India; and flating, that the faid 
Giles Stibbert could no longer be confidered as Commander in Chief under the Prefidency of 
Fort William, made a formal demand of the fame.—That the faid Warren Haftings, inftead 
of reducing the allowances of the faid Giles Stibbert to the eftablifhment at which they ftood 
during General Clavering’s command, and for the continuance of which, after Sir Eyre Coote’s 
arrival, there could be no pretence, continued the aliowances of thirteen thoufand eight 
hundred and fifty-four pounds twelve fhillings, per annum, to the faid Giles Stibbert; and, 
at the fame time, in order to sppeafe and fatisfy the demand of the faid Sir Eyre Coote, did 
create for him that new eftablifhment, herein before fpecified, of eighteen thoufand pounds per 
annum ; infomuch, that inftead of the allowance of fix thoufand pounds a ycar, in lieu of travel- 
ling charges and of all emoluments and allowances Whatfocver, to which the pay and allowances of 
Commander in Chief were expreisly limited by the united -act of the legiflative.and exccutive 
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powers of the Company, the annual charge to be borne by the Company on that account 
was encreafed by the faid Warren Haftings to the enormous fum of thirty-eight thoufand 
two hundred and feventeen pounds ten fhillings, fterling. i 


' That on the firft of November, 1779, the faid Warren Haftings did move and carry it in 
Council, ‘* that the-Refident at the Vrricr’s Court fhould be furnifhed “with an account of all 
< the extra-allowances and-charges of the Commander in Chief when in the field, with orders 
t to add the fame to. the debit of the Vizier’s account, asa part of his general fubfidy; the 
< charge to commence from the day on which the General fhall pafs the Carumnafla, and to 
< continue till his return to the fame line.” — That this additional expence, impofed by the faid 
Warren Haftings on the Vizier, was unjuft in itfelf, and 4 breach of treaty with that Prince, 
the fpecific amount of the fubfidy to be paid by him, having been fixed by a treaty, to which 
no addition could juftly be made, but at the previous requifition of the Vizier :— That the Court . 
of Directors, in their letter of the 18th of October, 1780, did condemn and prohibit the con- 
tinuation of the allowances abeve` mentioned to Sir Eyre Coote,-in the following words :— 
e “Thefe allowances appear to us ina light fo very extraordinary, and fo repugnant to the fpirit 
<¢ of arefolution of ‘the General Court of Proprictors, refpe&ting the allowance made to Gen. 
ec Clavering, that we' pofitively direct that they be difcontinued immediately, and no part 
<c thereof paid after the receipt of this letter.” —4$ hat on the’27th of Aprils 1781, the Governor 
General and Council, in obedience to the orders of the Direétors, did fignify the fame to the 
Commiflary General, as an inftruction to him, that the extraordinary allowances to Sir Eyre 
Coote /hould be difcontinued,. and no part thereof paid after that day : That it appears, neverthe- 
lefs, that the faid extra allowances (amounting to above twenty thoufand pounds fterling a 
year) were continued to be charged to the Vizier, and paid to Sir Eyre Coote, in defiance of 
the-erders of the Court of Directors ; in defiance’of the confequent refolution of the Governor 
General and Council; and in contradiétion to the terms of: the original motion, made-by the 
faid Warren Haftings, for adding thofe allowances to the debit of the Vizier, viz. ‘* That 
< they fhould continue till Sir Eyre Coote’s return to: the Carumnafla.’’—That Sir Eyre Coote 
arrived at Calcutta about the end of Auguft, 1780, and muft have croffed the Carumnaffia, in 
his return from Owde, fome weeks before, when the charge on the Vizier, if at any time 
proper, ought to ‘have ceafed :— That it ng yy that the faid allowances were continued to be 
charged againft the Vizier, and paid to Sir Eyre Coote, for three years after,-even while he was 
ferving in the Carnatic, and that this was done by the fole authority and private command of the 
faid Warren Hafttings. 


That the Eaft ‘India Company, having thought proper to create the office of Advocate 
General in Bengal, and to appoint Sir John Day to that office, it was refolved, by a General 
Court of Proprietors, that a falary of £.3000 a year fhould be allowedto the faid Sir John Day, 
in full-confideration of all demands and allowances whatfoever for his fervices to the Company at the 
Prefidency of Fort Wihiam :— That the-faid Warren~Haftings, neverthelefs, fhortly after Sir 
John Day’s arrival in Bengal, did encreafe the faid Sir John Day’s falary and .allowances 
to fix thoufand pounds a year, in direét difobedience of the refolution of the Court 
of Proprietors, and of the order of the Court of Directors:—That the Direétors, as foon 
as ‘they were informed of this proceeding, declared, ‘* that they held them/felves’ bound 
€ by*the refolution of the General Court,- and that’ they could not allow it-to be -dif- 
<< regarded by the Company’s fervants in India; “and ordered that the-encreafed allowances 
fhould be forthwith difcontinued. 


That the faid Warren Haftings, after having firft thought it neceflary, in obedience tothe 
orders of the Court of Directors, to ftop the extraordinary allowance which he had ‘granted to 
Sir John Day, did afterwards refolve that the allowance, which had been {truck off, ‘fhould’ be 
repaid to htm, upon his figning an obligation to‘refund the amount-which he might receive, in 
cafe the Directors fhould confirm their former grders, already twice given :—vVThat- in this 
tranfaction the faid Warren Haftings trifled with the authority of the Company, eluded the 
repeated orders of the Direétors, and expofcd the Company tothe rifk and uncertainty of re- 
covéring; at a diftant period, and perhaps by a proceis of law, a fum of money: which.they ‘had 
pofitively ordered him not to pay. : 


That, in the latter part of the year 1776, by the death of Colonel Monfon, the whole power 
of the Government of Fort William devolved to the Governor and one member of the Council; 
and that from that time, the Governor General and Council has generally confifted of an even 
number of perfons, in confequence of which the cafting voice of the faid Warren Haftings has 
ufually prevailed in the decifion of all_queftions :—That about the end of the year 1776,: the 
whole civil eftablifhment of the faid Government did not exceed £.205,399 per annum ;- that 
in the year 1782, the faid civil eftablifhment hdd been encreafed to the enormous annual fum:‘of 
4. 927045 hat fuch encreafe in the civil cftablifhment could not have taken place, if-the 

id Warren Haitings, who was 2t the head of the government, with the power annexed to the 
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tafting voice, had not actively promoted the faid encreafe, which he had power to prevent, and 
“which it was his duty to have prevented: That by fuch immoderate wafte of the property of 
his employers, and by fuch fcandalous breach of his fidelity to them, it was the intention of the 
faid Warren Haftings to gain and fecure the attachment and fupport of a multituce of individuals, 
by whofe united intereft, influence, and intrigucs, he hoped to be protected againít any future 
inquiry into his conduct: ‘That it was of itfelf hilly criminal in the faid Warren Flaftings, 
to have fo wafted the property of the Eaft India Company, and that the purpofe to be obtained 
by fuch wafte, was a great aggravation of that crime. That among the various inftances of 
profufion, by which the civil eftablifhment of Fort William was encreafed to the enormous 
annual fum herein before mentioned, it appears that a Salt office was created, of fix Commifs 
‘fioners, whofe annual emoluments were as follow: viz. 


Prefident, or Comptroller, per Annum — 

yit Member — = — 13,IOO 

2d D°? — — — 115480 

3d D° — — — 13,183 

4thD° ——- —— —- 6,257 

5th D° —— — — 10,307 
L 72,807 





Fee eee 


That a Board of Revenue was created by the faid Warren Haftings, confifting of five Com- 
“mmiffioners, whofe annual emoluments were as follow, viz. = 








1ft Member, per Annum — — £L- 10,950 
2d D° -— — — 9,100 
d D° --— — —- 9,100 
4th D — — — 9,100 
5th D° — — — 9,100 

L- 472350 





That David Anderfon, Efq. firft Member of the faid Board, did not execute the duties, though 
he received the emolumcnts of the faid office; having aéted, for the greateft part of the time 
as Ambaffador to Madajee Scindia, with a further falary of 4,280]. a year, making in all 
35,230). a year. 


That the faid Warren.Haftings did create an office of Agent Victualler tothe garrifon of Fort 
‘William ; whofe profits, on an average of three years, were 15,970/. per annum :—That this 
agency was held by the Poftmafter General, who, in that capacity, received 2,2co/. a year 
from the Company, and whe was aétually no higher than a Writer inthe fervice :—’That the 
perfon who held thefe lucrative offices, viz. John Belli, was private Secretary to the faid 
Warren. Haftings. 


That the faid Warren Hattings created a nominal office of Refident at Goa, where the Com- 
pany never hada Refident, nor bufinefs of any kind to tranfaét, aid gav: the faid nominal 
office to a perfon who was not a covenanted fervant of the Company, with an allowance of 
4,280/. a year. 


That thefe inftances are proofs of a criminal profufion and high breach of truft to the India 
Company in the faid Warren. Haftings, under’ whofe government, and by means of whofe 
pocis power, derived from the effect of his cafting voice, all the faid wafte and profufion did 
take place. 


That at the end of the year, 1780, when, as the Court of Dire&tors affirm, zhe Ccmpany 
were inthe utmof? diftre{s for money, and almof? every department in arrear, and when it appears that 
there was a great fcarcity and urgent want of grain at Fort St. George, the faid Warren 
Haftings did accept of a propofal made to him by James Peter Auriol, then Secretary to the 
Council, to fupply the Prefidency of Fort St. George with rice and other articles, and did ap 
point the faid Auriol to be the Agent for fupplying al! the other Prefidencies with thofe articles :— 
<Fhat the faid-Warren-Haftings declared, that the intention of the appointment ** was moft 

likely 
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et likely to be fulfilled by a liberal confideration of it,” and therefore allowed the faid Auriol a 
caommiflion of 45 per cent. on the whole of his difburfements; thereby rendering it the 
direct anterett of the faid Auriol to make his difburfements as great as poflible :—'t hat the 
chance of capture by the enemy, or danger of the fĉa, was to be at the rifque of the India 
Cempany, and not of the faid Auriol :— That the faid Warren Haflings declared perfonally 
ro the dard Auriol, ** that this polt was intended as a reward for his long and faithful tervices,’ 
‘That the Prefident and Council er Bombay did remonitrate againft what thcy calied rhe enor- 
mous amount of the charges of the rice with which they were tupplied, which they fiate to be nine 
rupees a bag at Calcutta, when they themfelves could have contracted for its delivery at Bom- 
bay, free of all risque and charges, at five rupees and three fixteenths per bag ; and that even at 
Madras, where the diftrefs and demand was preateft, the fupplies of grain by private traders 
charged to the Company, were nineteen per cent. cheaper than that fupplied by the faid Auriol, 
exclufive of the rifque of the fea and of capture by the enemy.—That ic is fated by the Court 
of Direétors, that the Agents commifiion on a fupply of a ingle year (the laid commifiion being 
not on charged on the prime coft of the rice, but alfo on the freight and all other charges) 
would amount to pounds fterling, twenty-fix thoufand cight hundred and feventy-three, and by 
the faid Auriol himfelf is admitted to amount to eighteen thoufand two hundred and ninety-two 
pounds.—Tnat William Larkins, the Accomptant General at Fort William, having been 
ordered to examine the accounts of the faid Agent, did report to the Governor General and 
Council, that he found them to be correé in the additions and calculations; and that then the {uid 
}uarkins adds the following declaration: ‘** he Agent being upon honour with re{pect to the 
éc fums charged in his accounts for the coft of the articles fupplied, I did not think myfelf au- 
<< thorized to require any voucher of the tums chaiged for the demurrage of floops, either as to 
<< the rime of detention, or the rate of the charge, or of thofe for the articles loft in going 
ee down the river; and on that ground I thought myfelf equally bound to admit the fums 
«ée acknowledged as received for the falcs of goods returned, without requiring vouchers of the 
cec rates at which they were fold.’’— That, in this tranfaction, the faid Warren Haitings has 
been guilty of a high breach of truft and duty, in the unneceflary expenditure of the Com- 
any’s moncy, and in fubjećting the Company to a profufion of expence, at all times wholl 
unjuftifuble, but particularly at the time when that expence was incurred.— That the faid 
Warren Fictt:ngs was guilty of breach of orders, as well as breach of truft, in not advertifing 
generalty fo. propetals; in not contra®&ing indifferently for the fupplies with fuch merchants as 
mig it offer to furnifh them on the loweft terms; in giving an enormous commifion to an Agent, 
and that commiffion not confined to the prime coft of the articles, bur to be computed on the 
vwenole of his charges ; in acccpting of the honour of the faid Agent as a fufficient voucher for 
the colt of the articles fupplied, and for all charges whatever, on which his commiflon was to 
be computed ; and finally, in giving a lucrative agency for the fupply of a diftrefied and ftary- 
ing piovinee, as a icward toa Secretary of State, whole labours in that capacity ought to have 
been rewarded by an avowed pubiic falary, and not otherwife.—That, after the firft year of 
the faia agency was expired, the faid Warren Haftings did agree, that for the future the com- 
mifficn to be drawn by the iaid Agent fhould be reduced to five per cent. which the Governor 
Gencre! and Counci?! then declared to be the euflomary amount drawn by merchants ; but that even 
in this reduction of the commifiion, the faid Warren Hattings was guilty of a deception, and did 
not in faét reduce the conimiifion from fifteen to five per cent. having immediately after refolved 
that he, the Agen:, fhould be allowed the current intercit of Calcutta upon all his drafts on the 
T reafury from the day of their dates, until they fhould be completely liquidated: That the 
jegal intereft of Moncy in Bengal is twelve per cent. per annum, and the current intereft from 
cight to ten per cent, 
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EXECUTION of Nunco{maRrRr.— Receipt of Prefents, and Difobc- 
dience in not anfwering the Court’s Orders on that Subject. 


"R AT, before the appointment of the Governor General and Council of Fort William bv 
A& of Parliament, the allowances made by the Eait India Company to the Prefidents of 
that government were abundantly fufficient; and that the faid Prefidents in general, and the 
faid Warren Haftings particularly, was reflrained by a fpecific covenant and indenture, which 
he entered into with the Company, trom accepting any gifts, rewards, or gratuitics whatto- 


ever, 
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ever, on any account or pretence whatfoever. That, in the Regulating Aéct, paffed in the 
yeer 1773, which appointed the faid Warren Haftings, Efquire, Governor General of Fort 
William in Bengal, a falary of 25,000]. a year was eftablifhed for him, to which the Court of 
Dire&tors added, ** that he fhould enjoy their principal houfes, with the plate and fu:niture, 
**. both in town and country, rent-free.” That the fame law, which created the office, and 
provided the falary of the faid Warren Haftings, did exprefsly, and in the cleareft and moft 
comprehentive terms that could be devifed, prohibit him from receiving any prefent, «ift, or 
donation; in any manner, or on-any account whatfoever; and that the faid Warren Haftings 
perfeftly underftood the meaning, and acknowledged the binding force of this prohibition, be- 
fore he accepted of the office to which it was annexed. He knew, and had declared, that rhe 
prohibition was pofitive and decifive; that tt admitted neither of refinement or mifconfiruction, and 
that, in his opinion an oppofition would be to incur the penalty. 


That, notwithftanding the covenants and engagements above-mentioned, it appear in the 
recorded proceedings of the Governor Generał and Gouncil of Fort William, that fundry 
charges have been brought againft the faid Warren Hattings for gifts or prefents corruptly taken 
by him, before the promulgation of the Act of 193g in India, and that thefe charges were pro- 
duced at the Council Board, in the prefence of tne faid Warren Haftings.—T hat, in March, 
1775, the late Rajah Nuncomar, a native Hindoo, of the higheft caft in his revizion, and of 
the higheft rank in fociety, by the offices which he had held under the country gover nent, did 
lay before the Council an account of various fums of money paid by him te the faid Warren 
Fiaftings, amounting to 40,000]. and upwards, for offices and employments corruptiy di fpofed 
of by the faid Warren Hattings, and did offer and engage to prove and ciiubdlifh the funu:e by 
fufficient evidence — That this account is {tated with a minute particularity ais) precifion; the 


date of each pay t, downto that of {mall fums, is fpecified; the varicus coins in which fuch 
payments wer rally made; are diftinguifhed; and the diferent perfons through whofe 
hands the mo fed into thofe of the faid-Warren:-Haftings are nained.—That fuch perti- 
cularity on the e of fuch a charge, fuppofing it falfe, is favourable to the party wrongfully 


accufed, and expofes the accufer to an inftant and eafy detection; for though, as the faid 
Warren Haftings himfelf has obferved on another occafion, ‘* Papers may be forged, and evi- 
<: dences may appear in numbers, to atteft them, yet it muft always be an ea/y matter to deteét 
<< the falfity of any forged paper produced, by examining the witnefles feparately, and fubje&t- 

ing.them to a.fubfequent crofs examination, in which cafe, if falle, they will not be able 
€= to perfevere in one regular confiftent ftory.”’ 


Whereas, if no advantage be taken of fuch particularity in the charge, to detect the falfe- 
hood thereof, and if.no attempt to difprove it, and no defence whatever be made, a prefumption 
juftly and reafonably arifes in favour of the truth of fuch charge.—That the faid Warren Haftings, 
inftead of offering any thing in his defence, declared, that he would not Juffer Nuncomar ta appear 
before the Board as his accufer.— That he attempted to indict his faid accufer for a conf{piracy, in 
which he failed ; and that the taid Raja Nuncomar was foon after, and while his charge againft 
the faid Warren Haftings was depending before the Council, indiéted upon an Englith penal 
dtatute, which does not. extend even to Scotland, before the Supreme Court of Judicature, for 
an- offence faid to have .been committed feveral years before, and not capital by the laws of 
India, and .was condemned and executed.—That'the evidence of this mar, not having been 
encountered at the time, when it might and ought to have been, by the faid Warren. Hattings, 
remains juftly.in force againft him, and is not abated by the-capital pur:fhment of the faid 
Nuncomar, but rather confirmed by the time and circumftances in which the atcufer of the fzid 
Warren Haftings fuffered dcath.— hat one of the offices, for which a part of the money above 
mentioned is {tated to have been paid tothe faid Warren Haftings, was given by him to Munny 
Begum, the widow of the late Myr Jaffier, Nabob of Bengal, whofe fon, by another woman, 
holds that title at prefent.—T hat the faid Warren Haftings had been inftruted by the Court 
of Direétors of the Eaft India Compan to appoint ‘* a Minifer to trantact the political 
‘© affairs of the government, and to fele for that purpofe lome perfon well qualified for the 
«affairs of government, to be the Minifter and Guardian of the Nabob’s minoritv.’’"—That, 
for thefe offices, and for the execution of the feveral duties belonging to them, the faid Wasren 
Haftings felected and appointed the faid Munny Begum, a woman evidently unqualified for, 
and incapable of fuch offices,. and re{trained from acting in fuch capacities, -by her neceflary 
feclufion from the world, and retirement in a feraglio— That a confid-rable deficiency or em- 
bezzlement appearing in this woman’s account of the young Nabob’s ttipend, fhe voluntarily 
declared, by a writing under her feal, that fhe had given 15,cool. to the (sid Warren Haftings 
for an entertainment; which declaration correfponds with, and confirms that part of the charge 
produced by Raja Nuncomar, to which it relates.— That neither this, nor any other part 
of the faid charge, has been at any time directly denicd or difputed by the faid Warren 
Haftings, though made to his face, and though he was repeatedly accufed by hs colleagues, 
who were appointed by parliament at the fame time with himfe]Jf, of peculation of every 
fort——T hat, inftead of promoting a ftrict enquiry into his conduct for the clearance of 
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his innocence and honour, he did repeatedly endeavour to clude and flific all enquiry, by attempt- 
ing to difolve the meetings of the Council at which fuch charges were produced, and by other 
means, and has not fince taken any fteps to difprove or refute the fame.— T hat the faid Warren 
‘Haftings, fo long ago as September, 1775, aflured the Court of Directors, ** That it was his 
<< fixed determination moft fully and liberally to explain every circumftance of his conduct on 
** the points on which he had been injurioufly arraigned, and to afford them the cleareft con- 
viction of his own integrity, and of the propriety of his motives for declining a prefent de- 
é fence of it;”’ and having never fince given to the Court of Direétors any explanation what- 
ever, much lefs the full and liberal explanation he had promifed fo repeatedly, has thereby 
abandoned even that late and protraéted defence, which he himfelf muft have thought neceflary 
to be made at fome time or other; and which he would be thcuzht to have deferred to a period 
more fuitable and convenient than that in which the fad&ts were recent, and the impreflion of 


thefe, and other charges of the fame nature againft him, was ficfh and unimpaired in the minds 
of men. 
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‘That on the 3cth of March, 1775, a Member of the Council produced and laid before the 
Board a petition from Mir Zein Abul Dheen, (formerly farmer of a diftri€t, and who had been in 
creditable ftations) fetting forth, that Khan Jehan Khan, then Phoufdar of Houghly, had ob- 
tained that office from the faid Warren Haftings, with a falary of feventy-two thoufand Sicca 
rupees a year, and that the faid Phoufdar had given a receipt of bribe to the patron of the city, 
meaning Warren Haftings, to pay him annually thirty fix thoufand rupees a year, and alfo to 
his Banyan, Cantoo Baboo, four thoufand rupees a year, out of the falary above-mentioned.— 
“That by the 35th article of the inftructions given to the Governor-General and Council, they 
are directed ‘* immediately to caufe the ftricteft enquiry to be made into all oppreffions, which 
** might have been committed either againft the natives or Europeans, and into all abufes that 
s“ might have prevailed in the collection of the revenues, or any part of the civil government 
<< of the Prefidency, and to communicate to the Directors all information which they might be 
** able to obtain relative thereto, or to any diffipation or embezzlement of the Company’s mo- 
s¢ ney. ’?— That the above petition and inftruétion having been read in-Council, it was moved 
that the petitioner fhould be ordered to attend the next day to make good his charge.—That the 
faid Warren Haftings declared, ** that it appeared to him to be the purpofe of the majority to 
< make him the fole object of their perfonal attacks.—T hat they had taken their line, and 
< might purfue it.—~That he fhould have other remarks to make upon this tranfaétion, but as 
€ they would be equally applicable zo many others, which in the courfe of this bufinefs were 
& likely to be brought before the Board, he fhould fay no more on the fubjeét ;”,——and he ob- 
jected to the motion.— That by the preceding declaration, the faid Warren Haftings did admit, 
that many other charges were likely to be brought again{ft him, and that fuch charges would be 
of a fimilar nature to the firft, viz. a corrupt bargaining for the difpofal of a great office, fince 
he declared that his remarks on that tranfaction would be equally applicable to the reft; and 
that, by objecting tothe motion for the perfonal attendance of the accufer, he refifted and dif- 
obeyed the Company’s inftructions ; and did, as far as depended on his power, endeavour to 
obftruct and prevent all enquiry into the charge.-—T hat in fo doing, he failed in his duty to the 
Company ; he difobeyed their exprefs orders, and did leave the charge againft himfelf without 
a reply, and even without a denial; and with that unavoidable prefumption againft his inno- 
cence, which lies againit every perfon accufed, who not only refufes to plead, but, as far as his 
vote goes; endeavouls to prevent an examination of the charge, and to ftifle all en uiry into the 
truth of it.— I hat the motion having been neverthelefs carried, the faid Warren Haltinge did, 
on the day following, declare, ** that he could not fit to be confronted with fuch accufers, nor 
<< fuffer a judicial inquiry into his condu@, at the Board of which he'was Prefident ; and declared 
“¢ the meeting of the Board diffolved.”— That the Board continued to fit and examine witnefles, 
fervants of the Phoufdar, on oath and written evidence, being letters under the hand and feal of the 
Phoufdar, all direétly tending to prove the charge; viz. that out of the falary of feventy-two 
thoufand rupees a year paid by the Company, the faid Phoufdar received but thirty-two thou- 
fand, and that the remainder was received by the faid Warren Haftings and his Banyan.—That 
the Phoutdar, though repeatedly ordered to attend the Board, did, under various pretences, 
decline attending, until the 1g6th of May, when the letters ftated tobe his, that is, under his 
hand and feal, being fhewn to him, it was propofed by a Member of the Board, that he fhould 
be afked, whether he had any objection to fwearto the truth of fuch anfwers as he might make 
to the queftions propofed by the Board.—T hat the faid Warren Haftings obje&ted to his being 
put to his oath.— That the queftion was neverthelcfs put to him, in confequence of a refolution of 
the Board.—T hat he firit declined to fwear, under pretence that it was a matter of ferious con- 
Sequence to his charaé?ter to take an oath; and, when it was finally left to his option, he declared, 
+ Mean people might fwear, but that his charaéter would not allow him; that he could net 
<c f{wear, and had rathér fubject himfelf to a lofs.”—'lLhat the evidence in fupport of the 
charge being on oath, was in this manner left uncontradicted ; that it was admitted by the faid 
Warren Haftings, that neither Muflulmen or Hindoos are forbidden by the precepts of their 
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religion to fwear. That it is not true, as the faid Warren Haftings afferted, that it was repug- 
nant to the manners either of Hindoos or Muffulmen; and that if, under fuch pretences, the 
natives were to be exempted from taking an oath, when examined by the Governor and Council, 
all the enquiries puinted out to them by the Company’s inftructions might ftop or be defeated.— 
That no valid reafon was, or could be .tligned, why the faid Phoufdar fhould not be examined 
on oath; that the charge was not againit himfelf; and that, if any queltions had been put to 
him, tending to make him accufe hirntelf, he might have declined to anfwer them.—T hat, if 
he could have fafely {worn to the innocence of the faid Warren Hattings, from whom he received 
his employment, he was bound in gratitude, as well as juftice, to the faid Warren Hafting:, 
to have confented to be examined on oath.—That not having done fo, and having been fup- 

orted and abetted in his refufal, by the faid Warren Haftings himfelf, whofe character and 
eats were immediately at ftake, the whole of the evidence for the truth of the charge remains 
unanfwered, and in full force againit the faid Warren Hatftings, who on this occafion recurred 
to the declaration he had before made to the Dire€tors, viz. ** That he would moft fully and 
“© liberally explain every circumftance of his conduct,”’ but has never fince that time given the 
Dire&ors any explanation whatfoever of his faid conduct.—And finally, that when the Court of 
Dire&tors, in. January, 1776, referred the queftion Sf eas the legality of the power 
affumed, and repeatedly exercifed by the faid Warren Hattings, of dififolving the Council at his 
pleafure) to the late Charles Sayer, then Standing Council of the Eaft India Company, the 
faid Charles Sayer declared his opinion in favour of the power; but concerning the ufe and 
exercife cf it, in the cafes’ ftated, did declare his opinion in the following words: ‘* I believe 
‘© he, Warren. Haftings, is the firft Governor that ever diffolved a Council inquiring into his 
< behaviour, when he was innocent.” Before he could fummon three Councils, and diffolve 
them, he had time fully to confider what would be the refult of fuch conduct, to convince every 


body beyond a doubt of his confcious guilt. 


That by a refolution of a majority of the Council, conftituting a lawful A& of the Governor 
General and Council, the faid Khan Jehan Khan was difmiffled from the office of Phoufdar of 
Hughiy, for a contempt of the authority of the board.—That, within a few weeks after the 
death of the late Colonel Monfon, the number of the Council being then even, and all queftions 
being thendetermined by the Governor General’s cafting voice, the faid Warren Haftings did move, 
and carry it in Council, that the faid Khan Jeban Khan fhould be reftored to his office ;—and 
that reftoration not having been preceded, accompanied, or followed by any explanation or de- 
fence whatfoever, or even by a denial of the {pecific and circumftantial charge of collufion with 
the faid- Khan Jehan Khan, has confirmed the truth of the faid charge. 


‘That befides the fums charged to have been paid to the faid Warren Haftings by the faid Nun- 
comar, and-Munny Begum, and Khas Jehan Khav, and befides the fum ot 410,000}h. alread 
mentioned to have been accepted without hefitatioin by him-as a prefenton the part of the Nabob 
of Owde and that of his:-Minifters, the circumftances of which have been pa ticularly reported to 
the Houfe-of Commons, it appears by the confeffion of the ‘aid Warren Haftings, that he has, 
at different times fince the promulgation of the: Act of 1773, received various other fums, 
contrary to the exprefs prohibition of the faid aét, and his own declared fenfe of the evident intent 
and obligation thereof.— That in the month of June 178 >, the faid Warren Hattings made to 
the Council, what he called ** a very unufual tender, by offering to exonerate the Company 
“* from the expence of a particular meafure, and to take it upon himfelf; declaring that he had already 
< depofited two lacks of rupees (or-twenty-three thoufand pounds) in the hands of the Com- 
‘c. pany’s Sub-‘Treafurer for that fervice.”’ ‘Chat in a fubfequent letter, dated the 29th cf No- 
vember 1780, he informed the Court of. Directors, that ** this money, by whatever means it 
‘é came into their pofleffion,. was not his own; but he did not then, nor has he at any time fince 
made known to the Court of. Directors from whom, or on what account, he received : hit money, 
as it was his duty to have done in the firft inftance; and, notwithftanding the faid Dure&ors 
fignified to him their:expeétation that he thould communicate to them ‘** immediate information 
“< of the channet by which this money came into his poffeffion, with a compleat illuftration of the 
& caufe or caufes of fo extraordinary an event:’’—But, from evidence examined ın England, 
it has been difcovered that this money was received by the faid Warren Haftings from Cheye 
Sing, the Rajah of.Benares, who was’ foon after difpoflefled of all his property, and driven 
from:his country and government by the faid Warren Haftings. 


That notwithftanding the declaration made by the faid Warren Haftines, that he had actually 
depofited the fum above-mentioned inthe hands of the Company’s Sub-Treafurer for their fer- 
vice, it does not appear, that ‘* any entry whatfoever of that, or any other payment by the 
Governor General, was made in the treafury accounts, at or about the time,” nor is there 
‘my trace,. in the Company’s books, of its being aétually paid into their'treafury. 
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It appears then, by the confeffion of the faid Warren Haftings, that this money was re- 


ctived by him; but it does not appear that he has converted it to the property and ufe of the 
Company. 


That in a letter from the faid Warren Haftings to the faid Court of Dire€tors, dated the 22d 
of May 1782, but not difpatched, as it might and ought to have been at that time, but de- 
tained and kept back by the faid Warren Hattings till che 16th of December following, he has 
confeffed the receipt of various other fums, amounting (with that which he accepted from the 
MNabob of Owde) to nearly 200,cool. which fums he affirmed had been converted to the Com- 
pany’s property through his means, but without difcovering from whom, or on what account 
he recived the fame.—T hat inftead of converting this money to the Company’s property, as he 
afhrmed he had done, it appears, that he had lent the greater part of it to the Company upen 
bonds bearing interet, which bonds were demanded and received by him, and, for aught that yet 
appears, have neverbeen given up or cancelled.— That for another confiderable part of the above 
mentioned fum he hastaken credit to himfelf, as for a depofit of his own property, and therc- 
fore demandable by him out of the Company’s treafury, at his difcretion.— That all fums fo 
lent or depofited are not alienated from the perfon who lends or depofits the fame, confequently,. 
that the declaration made by the faid Warren Haftings, that he had converted the whole of thefe 
fums to the Company’s property, was not true; nor would fuch a transfer, if it had really been 
made, have jultified the faid Warren Haftings in originally receiving the money; which being, 
in the firft inftance, contrary tolaw, could not be rendered legal by any fubfequent difpofition 
or application thereof; much lefs would it have juftified the faid Warren Haftings in delaying to 
make-a difcovery of thefe tranfaGiens to the Court of Dire&tors, until he had heard of the en- 
quirics then begun, and proceeding in Parliament, in finally making a difcovery, {uch as it is, 
in terms the moft intricate, obfcure, and contradi@tory. That, inftead of that full and clear 
explanation of his conduét, which the Court of Direétors demanded, and which the faid Warren 
Haftings was bound to give them, he-has contented himfelf with telling the faid Directors, that 
s% if this matter was to be expoted to the view of the public, his reafons for acting as he had done 
might furnifh a variety of conjectures, to which it would be of little ufe to reply. That he 
either chofe to conceal the firlt receipts from public curiofity, by receiving bonds for the 
amount, or poflibly actcc without any ftudied defign which his memory could at that diftance 
of time verify; and that he could have concealed them from their eye, and that of the public, 
<< for ever.”” Thatthe difcovery, as far as it goes, eftablifhes the guilt of the iaid Warren 
Hatlings, in taking money againft law, but does not warrant a conclufion that he has difcovered 
ail that he may have taken. ‘That, on the contrary, fuch difcovery not being made in proper 
time, and, when made, being imperfeét, perplexed, and wholly unfatisfaétory, leads toa juft 
and reafonable prefumption, that other faéts of the fame nature have been concealed, fince thofe 
which he has confefled might have been for ever; and that this partial confeffion was either ex- 
torted from the faid Warren Haftings by the dread of dete€tions, or made with a view of removing 
fufpicion, and preventing any further inquiry into his conduct. 
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That the faid Warren Haftings, in a letter to the Court of Directors, dated 21ft of February, 
1784, has confeffed his having privately received another fum of money, the amount of which 
he has not declared, but which,fromthe application he fays he has made of it, could not be lefs 
than thirty-four thoufand pounds fterling.— That he has not informed the Dire€tors from 
whom he received this money, at what time, nor on what account ; but, on the contrary, has 
attempted to juftify the receipt of it, which was illegal, by the application of it, which was 
unauthorized and unwarranatble, and which, if admitted as a reafon for receiving money pri- 
vately, would conftitute a precedent of the moft dangerous nature to the Company’s fervice.— 
That in attempting to juftify the receipt and application of the faid money, he has endeavoured 
to eftablifh principles of condu€tin a Governor, which tend to fubvert all order and regularity 
in the conduct of public bufinefs, to encourage and facilitate fraud and corruption in all offices 
of pecuniary truft, and to defeat: all enquiry into the mifconduc&t of any perfon in whom 
pecuniary truft is repofed.—T hat the faid Warren Haftings, in his letter above mentioned, 
has made a declaration to the Court of Direétors, in the following terms :—‘* Having had 
% occafion to difbarfe from my own cafh many fums, which though required to enable me to 
“* execute the duties of my ftation, I have hitherto omitted to enter in my public accounts,. 

and my own fortune being unequal to fo heavy a charge, I have refolved to reimburfe myfelf 
in a mode the moft fuitable to the fituation of your affairs, by charging the fame in my | 
Durbar accounts of the prefent year, and crediting them by a fum privately received, and 
“© appropriated to your fervice in the fame manner with other fums received on account of the 
‘“ Honourable Company, and already carried to their account.”—That, at the time of 
writing this letter, the faid Warren Haftings had been in poffeffion of the government of 
Fort William about twelve years, with a clear falary, or avowed emoluments, at no time lefs 
than twenty-five thoufand pounds {terling a year, exclufive of which all the principal expences 
of his refidence were paid for by the Company,—That if ‘the fervices mentioned by him ie 

require 
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required to enable. him. to execute the duties of his ftation, he ought not to have omitted to 
enter them in his public accounts, at the times when the expences were incurred. That if it 
Was true, as he affirms, that when he firft engaged in thofe expences he had no intention to 
carry them tothe account of the Company, there was no fubfequent change’in his fituation 
which could juftify his departing from that intention.— That if his own fortune, in the year 
1784, was unequal to fo heavy a charge, the ftate of his fortune, at an earlier period, muft 
have been ftill more unequal to fo heavy a charge:.— That the fact fo afferted by the faid 
Warren Haitings leads direétly to an inference palpably falfe and abfurd, viz. “That the longer 
a Governor General holds that lucrative office, the poorer he mull become.—T hat neither 
would the dflertion, if it were true, nor the inference, if it were admitted, juftify the conduct 
avowed by the faid "Warren .Haftings, in refolving to reimburfe himfelf out of the Company’s 
property, without their confent or knowledge.—That the account tranfmitted in this letter is 
ftiled by himfelf an aggregate of a contingent account of twelve years—That all contingent 
accounts fhould be fubmitted to thofe who ought to have an official controul over them, at 
annual or other fhorter periods, in order that the expence already incurred may be checked and 
examined, and fimilar expences, if difapproved of, may be prohibited in time; that, aftera 
very long period:is elapfed, all check and controul over fuch expences is impracticable; and, if 
it were practicable in the prefent inftance, would be completely ufelefs, fince the faid Warren 
Haftings, without waiting for the confent of the Directors, did re/2/ve to reimburfe him/{elf.— 
“That the conduét of the faid Warren Haftings, in withholding thefe accounts for twelve 
‘years together, and then refolving to reimburfe himfelf without the confent of his employers, 
“has been fraudulent in the firft-inftance, and inthe fecend amounts to a denial and mockery of 
the authority placed over him by law; and that he has thereby {ct a dangerous example to his 
fucceffors, and to every man in truft or office under him.—That the mode in which he has 
reimburfed himfelf, is a crime of a much higher order, and greatly aggravates whatever was 
already criminal in the other parts of this tranfaction. That the faid Warren Haftings, in 
declaring that he fhould reimburfe himfelf, by crediting the Company by a fum privately re- 
ceived, has acknowledged himfelf guilty of an illegal aét, in receiving money privately.— 
That he has fuppreffed or withheld every particular which could throw any light on a conduét 
fo fufpicious in a Governor, as the private receipt of money.— That the general confeffion of 
the private receipt of a large fum in grofs, in which nocircumftance of time, place, occafion, 
or perfon,’ nor even the amount is fpecified, tends to cover or protect any aét of the fame na- 
ture (as far as a general confeffion can proteét fuch acts): which may be:detected hereafter, and 
which in fact may not make part of the grofs fum fo confefled, and that it tends to perplex 
and defeat all enquiry into fuch practices. That the faid Warren Haftings, in ftating to the 
Dire@&tors that he has refolved to reimburfe himfelf in a mode the mofi fuitable to the fituation of 
their affairs, viz.-by receiving money privately againft law, has {tated a prefumption highly 
injurious to‘the integrity-of the faid Directors; viz. that they will not objeét to, or even 
Enquire into any extraordinary expences, incurred and charged by their Governors in India, 
provided fuch expences are reimburfed by money privately and illegally received. ‘Chat he has 
not explained what that fituation of their affairs was or could be, to which fo dangerous and 
corrupta principle was or might be applied. Thatno evidence has been produced to prove that 
ft was true, nor any ground of argument ftated to fhew that it might be credible, that any 
mative of India had -voluntarily and. gratuitoufly given money privately to the faid Warren 
Haftings, that is, without fome. profpect of a benefit in return, or fome dread of his refenr- 
ment, if he refufed. That it is not a thing.to be believed, that any: native would give large 
fums- privately to a Governor, which he refufed to give or lend publicly to 40vernment, unlefs 
it were to derive fome adequate fecret advantage from the favour, or to avoid fome mifchief 
from the enmity of fuch Governor. That the late confefions made by the faid Warren 
Haftings, of money received again{ft Jaw, are no proof that he-did not originally intend te ap- 
propriate the fame to his own ufe, fuch confefions having been made at a fufpicious moment, 
when, and not before, he was apprized of the inquiries commenced in the Houle of Commons, 
and when a dread of the confequence of thofe inquiries might aét upon his mind; that fuch 
conféffions, from the obfcure,: intricate, and contradictory manner in which they are made, 
imply guilt.in the faid Warren Haftings, as far as they go; that they do not furnifh any colour 
of reafon to conclude that he has confefled all the money which he may have corruptly received ; 
but that, on‘the contrary, they warranta juft and reafonable prefumption, that in difcovering 
‘fome part of the bribes he had received, he hoped to lull fulpicion, and thereby fecure and 
concéal the reft, 


“That the Court of Directors, when the former accounts of thefe tranfa&tions came before 
them, did fhew an evident difpofition not to cenfure the faid Warren Haftings, but to give the 
moft favourable conftruction to his conduct; that neverthelefs they found themfelves obliged 
* to confefs, that the ftatement of thofe tranfactions appeared to theur in many parts /o unin 
“© telligible, that they felt themfelves under the neceffity of calling on the Governor General 
s< for an explanation, agreeably to his promife voluntarily made to them,” 
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That tlie letter, containing this requifition, was reccived in Bengal, in the month of 
Aucuft, 178s. and that the faid Warren Haftings did not embark for England until the 2d of 
February, 173, but made no reply to that letter before his departure, owing, as he has fince 
faid, to a variety cf other more important occupations. That, under pretence of fuch occupations, 
he neglected to tranfmit to the Court of Directors a copy of a paper, which, he fays, contained 
the only account he ever kept of the tranfaction. That fuch a paper, or a copy of it, might 
have been tranfmitted, without interrupting other important occupations, if any could be more 
important than that of giving a clear and fatisfactory anfwer to the requifition of the Direétors. 
That, fince his arrival in England, he has written a letter to the Chairman of that court, 
protefiedly in anfwer to their lerter above-mentioned, but in fect giving no explanation or 
tutisfaction whatfoever on the points which they had. declared to be unintelligible. That the 
terms of his lctter are ambiguous and obfcure, fuch as a guilty man might have recourfe to, 
in order to cover his guilt, but fuch as no innocent man, from whom nothing was required 
but to clear his innocence, by giving plain anfwers to plain queftions, could poflibly have made 
u of. That in his letter of the rıth of July, 1785, he fays, ‘* That he has been kindly 
< apprized, that the information required as above wes yet expected from him: That the fub- 
e miffion, which his refpect would have enjoined him to pay to the command impofed on him 
«< was Ioft to his recolle@ion, perhaps, from the ftronger impreffion, which the firft and diflant 
e perufal of it had left on his mind, that it was rather intended as a reprehenfion for fome- 
** thing which had given offence in his report of the original tranfaction, than as expreffive of 
s any want of a further elucidation of it.” 


That the faid Warren Haftings, in affe&ting to doubt whether the information exprefsly 
required of him by his employers, was expected or not, has endeavoured to juftify a criminal 
delay and evafion in giving it. That, confidering the importance of the fubje&t, and the re~ 
cent date of the command, it is not poffible that it could be lof? to his recolieGtion; much lefs is it 
poffible that he could have underftood the fpecific demand of an anfwer to fpecific gueftions te 
be intended only as a repreheniion for a former offence ; viz. the offence of withholding from 
the Direétors that very explanation which he ought to have given in the firft inftance. That 
the faid Warren HBraftings, in his anfwer to the faid queftions,. cautioufly avoids affirming or 
denying any thing, in clear pofitive terms, and profefles to recollect nothing with abfolute 
certainty. That he has not, even now, informed the Direétors of the name of any one 
perfon from whom any part of the money in queftion was received, nor what was the mo- 
tive of any one perfon fo: vivine the fame. That he has, indeed, declared that his motive 
for iending to the Company. cr depofiting in their treafury, in his own name, money which 
he has, in other places, deciared to be their property, was to avoid oftentation, and that 
lending the money was the leaft liable to refleétion ; yet, when he has ftated thefe and other 
conjectural motives for his own conduét,’ he declares he will not affirm, though he is firmly 
perfuaded, that thofe were his fentiments on the occafione That of one thing only the faid 
arren Fiaftings deciares he is certain; viz. ** That it was his defign originally to have 
concealed the receipt of all the fums, except the fecond, even from the knowledge of the 
Court of Direciors; but that when fortune threw a fum in his way of a magnitude which 
could not he concealed, and the peculiar delicacy of his fituation, at the time.in- which he 
received it, made him more circumfpeét of appearances, he chofe to apprize his employers 
« of it.” That the faid Warren Haftings informs the Dire&tors that he had indorfed the 
bonds taken by him for moncy belonging to the Company, and lent by him to the Company, 
in order to guard againf? their becoming a claim on the Company, as part of his efate in the event of 
his death; but he has not affirmed, nor does it any where appear, that he has furrendered the 
faid bonds, as he ought to have done. That the faid Warren Haftings, in affirming that he 
had not time to anfwer the queftions put to him by the Direétors, while he was in Bengal—in 
not bringing with him to England the documents neceflary to enable him to anfiwer thofe 
quefticns, or in pretending that he has not brought them—in referring the Directors back 
again to Bengal for thofe documents, and for any further information on a fubject on which 
he has given them no information, and particularly in referring them back to a perfon in 
Bengal tor a paper, which he fays contained the oz/y account he ever kept of the tranfaétion, 
whiie he himfelf profeffes to doubt whether that paper be fiill in being, whether it be in the hands 
of that perfon, or whether that perfon can recolleé any ihing diftinétly concerning it---has been 
guilty of grofs evafions, and of palpable prevarication and deceit, as well as of contumacy and 
siifobedience to the lawful orders of the Court of Directors ; and thereby confirmed all the 
former evidence of his having conftantly ufed the influence of his ftation for the moft fean- 
dalous, illegal, and corrupt purpofes, 
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Not rcfigning to CLAVERING, in 1777, and holding Councitzs 
without fummoning all the MEMBERS. 


'#”TOHAT Warren Haftings- having, by his agent Lauchlin Macleane, Efquire, on the roth 
day of O&ober, in the year 1776, ‘* fignified to the Court of Directors his defire to refion 

s< his office of Governor General of Bengal, and requefted their nomination of a Succeffor to 
$ the vacancy which would be thereby oceafioned in the Supreme Council,’’ .the Court of Di- 
rectors did thereupon defire the faid Lauchlin Macleane ‘** to inform them of the authority under 
*© which he acted in a point of fuch very great importance ;” and the faid Lauchlin Macleane 
<< fignifying thercupon his readinefs to give the Court every poffible fatisfaction on that fubject, 
€ but the powers with which he was entrufted by the papers in his cuftody being mixed with 
£ other matters of a nature extremely confidential, he would fubmit the fame to the infpeétion 
& of any three of the Members of the Court,” the faid Court of Direétors cmpowered the 
Chairman, Deputy Chairman, and Richard Beecher, Efq; to infpeét the authorities, powers, 
and directions with which Mr. Macleane was furnifhed by Mr. Haftings, to make the pro. 
pofitions contained in his letter of the roth of Oétober, 1776, and to report their opinion 
thereon. And the faid Committee did accordingly, on the 23d of the faid month, report, 
“` That, having conferred with Mr. Macleane on the fubjeét of his letter preiented to the Cour? 
*<* the rith inftant, they found that, from the purport of Mr. Haftings’s inftruétions, con- 
tained in a paper in his own hand writing given to Mr. Macleane, and produced by him to 
them, Mr. Haftings declared he would not continue in the Government of Bengal, unlefs 
certain conditions, therein’ fpecificd, could be obtained, -of which they faw no probability ; 
and Mr. George Vanfittart had declared to them, that he was prefent when.thefe inftructions 
‘© were given to Mr. Macleane, and when Mr. Haftings empowered Mr. lacleane to declare 
£ his refignation to the faid Court: That Mr. Stewart had likewife confirmed to them, that 


Mr. Haftings declared to him, that he had given direétions to the above purpofe by Mr. 
s<.. Macleane.”’ 


And the Court of Dire&tors; having received from the faid report due fatisfaction refpecting 
the authority vefted in the faid Lauchlin Macleane, to propofe the faid refignation cf the office 
of Governor General of Bengal, did unanimoufly refolve to accept the fame; and did alfo, 
under powers veited in the faid Court by the Act of the 13th year of his prefent Majetty, 
£ nominate and appoint Edward Wheler, Efq; to fucceed to the office in the Council of Fort 
** ‘William in Bengal, which will become vacant by the faid refignation, if fuch nomination hall 
«< be approved by-his Majefty :’? which:nomination and appointment was afterwards, in due form, 


approved and confirmed-by hisMajefty. 


‘That the Court‘of Directors did; by a poftfcript to'their general letter, dated 25th October, 
1r ae ae the Governor General and Council at Calcutta, of their acceptance of the {aid 
refignation, of their appointment of Edward Wheler, Efq; to fll the faid vacancy, and of his 
Majeity’s approbation of the faid appointment, together with the grounds of their faid proceed- 
ings :..and did tranfmit to the faid Governor General and Council copies of the faid inftruments 
of appointment and confirmation. 


‘That :the faid difpatches from the Court of Directors were received at Calcutta, and were 
yead in Council on the rgth day of June, in the year 1777; and that Warren Haftings, Efq; 
having taken no fteps to yield the Government to his Succeffer, General Clavering, and 
having obferved a-profound filence on the fubject of the faid difpatches, he, the faid Gencral 
Clavering did, on -the next day, being the 20th ‘of June, by a letter addrefied to the faid 
Warren Titing; require him to-furrender'the kevys of Fort William and of the Company’s 
treafuries: But the faid -Warren Haítings did pofitively refufe to comply with the faid requi- 
tion, ** denying that his office was vacated, and declaring his refolution to aflert and mainiain 
** his authority by every legal means.”’ 


‘That the faid General Clavering, conceiving that the office of Governor General was vacated, 
by the arrival of the faid difpatches, which acquainted the Council Géneral of the refignation 
of the faid Warren Haftings, and the appointment of the faid Edward W heler, Efguire, and 
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that he, the faid General Clavering, had, in confequence thereof, legally fuccceded, under the 
provitions of the Act of ‘the 13th year of his prefent cnet ie reign, to the faid office of Go- 
vernor General; become vacant in the manner aforefaid, did, in virtue thereof, iffuc, in his own 
name, fummonfes to Richard Barwell, Efquire, and Philip Francis, ns Members of the 
. Council, to attend the fame; and in the prefence of the faid Philip Francis, Efquire, who 
obeyed the faid fummons, did take the oaths as Governor General, and did fit and prefide in 
Council as Governor General, and prepared feveral Aćts and Refolutions in the faid capacity of 
Governor General; and did, amongft other things, ‘prepare a Proclamation to be made of his 
faid fucceffion to the government, and of its commencing from the date of the faid Proclama- 
tion; but did not carry any of the Acts or Refolutions fo prepared into execution, 


That the faid Warren Haftings did, notwithftanding thercof, and in purfuance of his refoluticn 
to aflert and maintain his authority, illegally and unjuftifizbly fummon the Council to meet in 
another departmeiit, and did fit and prefide therein, apart from the faid General-Clavering and 
his Council ; and in conjunétion with Richard Barwell, Efquire, who concurred therein, iffued 
‘fundry orders, and did fundry atts of Government belonging to the office of Governor General ; 
‘and, amongft others, did order feveral letters to be written in the name of the Governor General 
and Council, and did fubfcribe the fame, to the Commandant of the garrifon of Fort William, 
and to the Commanding Officer at Barrackpore, and to the commanding officers at the other 
fiations, and alfo to the Provincial Councils and Collectors in the Provinces, enjoining them 
fevcrally “4 to obey no orders, excepting fuch as: fhould be figned by the faid Warren Haftings, 
é or a majority ot his Council.’’ 


= That the faid Warren .Haftings did by the faid proceedings, which were contrary both to law 
and to goed faith, conititute a doubie Government, thereby -deftroying and annihilating all-Go- 
vernment whatever; and, by his faid orders to the military officers, did prepare for open refift- 
ance by arms,-expofing thereby the Settlement and all the inhabitants, fubjects of or dependent 
on the Britifh Government, whether native or European, net only to political diftraétions, but 
to the horrors of civil war; and did, by expofing'the divifions and weaknefs of the Supreme Go- 
vernment, and thereby loofening the obedicnce of the Provinces, fhake the whole foundation of 
Britifh authority, and imminently endanger the exiftence of the Britifh nation in India. 


‘That the faid evils were averted only by the moderation of the faid General Clavering, and 
‘Philip Francis, Efq. in confenting to'a reference, and fubmitting- to the decifion of the Jide 
of the fupreme Court of Judicature, although’ they entertained no doubts themfelves -on .the 
legality of their~proceedings, and the: validity of General Clavering’s inftant right to the chair ; 
and although they were not in any way bound by law to confult -the faid judges, who had no 
legal or judicial authority therein, in virtue of their offices, or as a Court of Juftice, but were 
confulted, and interpofed their advice, only as individuals, by the voluntary reference of the 
parties in’ the faid difpute. And the faid Warren Haftings, by his declaration, entered in 
minutes of Council, ‘< thatit was his determination to abide by the opinion of.the Judges,”? and 
by the meafures he had previoufly taken as aforefaid, to enforce the fame by arms, did rifque all 
the dangerous confequences above mentioned ; which muft have taken place, if the faid General 
Clavering and Philip Francis, Efq. had ‘not ‘been more tender of the public -interefts, and lefs 
tenacious of their ownrights, and had perir{fted in their claim, as they were’by law entitled to 
do, the extrajudicial interpofition of the Judges notwithitanding ; and from :which claim the 
receded only from thcir defire to preferve the peace of the Settlement, and to prevent. the mif- 
ola which the illegal refiftance of the faid Warren Haftings would otherwife infallibly have 
occafioned. 


That after the faid Judges had delivered their opinion, ** That the place and office of Governor 
é Generali of this Prefidency had not yet been vacated by Warren Haftings, and that the actual 
<< affumption of the Government by the Member of the Council next in fucceffion to Mr. 
“© Haftings, in confequence of any deduction which could be made from the papers communi- 
<< cated rothem, would be abfolutely illegal; and after the faid General Clavering and Philip 
Francis, Efq. had fignified to the faid Warren Haftings, by a letter dated the 21ft of June, 
** their intention to acquiefce in the faid opinion of the Judges ;’? and when the differences in the 
Supreme Council were by thefe means ccmpofed, and the calamities confequent thereon were 
avoided ; the faid Warren Haftings and Richard Barwell, Efq. did once more endanger the 
public peace and fecurity by other illegal, unwarrantable, and unprovoked aéts of violence; 
having omitted to fummon either the faid General Clavering, or the faid Philip Francis, Efq. to 
‘Council ; and having, in a Council held thus privately and clandeftinely, and contrary to law, 
on the 22d day of June, come to the following refolutions, viz. 


s“ Refolved, That by the faid a&s, orders, and declarations of Lieutenant General. John 
‘Javering, recited in the foregoing papers [meaning the proceedings of General Clavering in his 
feparate 
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feparate Councii on the 20th of June] he has a@tually ufurped and affumed, and taken poffeffion 
of, the place and ciice of Governor General of the Prefidency of Fort William in Bengal, 
granted by the Aét of the 13th of his prefent Majefty to Warren Haftings, Efq. 


-<c Refolved, That Lieutenant General John Clavering has thereby relinquifhed, refigned, 
furrendered, and vacated, the Office of Senior Counfcllor of Fort William in Bengal. 


<< Refolved, That Lieutenant General John Clavering has thereby rclinquifhed, refizned, 
furrendered, and vacated, -his place of Commander in Chief of the Company’s forces in India. 


< Refolved, That Richard Barwell, Efq. by virtuc of the faid Aét-of Parliament, and by the 
death of the Honourable George Monfon, Efq. is promoted to the office of Senior Counfellor ot 
the Prefidency of Fort William in Bengal, in confequence of the faid relinquifhment, refignation, 
furrender, and vacation of General Clavering. 


‘© Refolved, That the office of Commander in Chief of the Company’s forces in India, by 
the relinquifhment, refignation, furrender, and vacation of General Clavering, and by the death 
‘of the Honourable George Monfon, Efq. does no longer exift. 


<¢ Refolved, That, for the prefervation of the legality of our proceedings, Lieutenant Gene- 
ral John Clavering be not in future fummoned or admitted as a Member of the Governor 
General and Council.”’ 


And the. faid Warren Haftings and Richard Barwell, Efq. did again fit in Council on the 
‘next day, being the 23d of June, without fummoning cither General Cilavering, or Philip 
Francis, Efquire ; and did come to feveral other refolutions, and make feveral orders, contrary 
to law or. juftice, and inconfiftent with the tranquillity and the fecurity of the fcettlement; 
that is to fay, they ordered their Secretary śś to notify to General Clavering that the Board 
<< had declared his offices of Senior Counfellor and Commander in Chief to be vacant ; and to 
«< furnifh him with a copy of thefe proceedings, containing the grounds of the Board for the 
s¢ aforefaid declaration.”’ 


And they ordered: extraéis of the faid proceedings ‘* to be iflued in general orders, with letters 
€ to all the Provincial Councils and Military Stations, directing them to publifh the fame in 
s6 ponora orders :? And they refolved, ‘* That all military returns be made to the Governor 

eneral and Council, in their -military department, until a Commander in Chicf {hall be 
€ appointed by the Company.” 


A 
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That-on the day following, that is to’ fay, on the 24th of June, the faid Warren Haftings 
did again’omit to fummon ‘General Ciavering to Council, and-did again, together with Richard 
Barwell, - Efquire. who concurred. therein, adhere to and confirm the faid illegal refolutions 
come to on.the two former days, declaring ‘* that they could not be retracted but by the prefent 
<< authority of the law, or by future orders from home ;”’ and aggravating the guilt of the faid 
unjuftifiable aéts, .by declaring, as the faid Warren Haftings did, ** that they -were not the pre- 
<< cipitate effects of an inftant and paffionate impulfe, but the fruits of long and moít temperate 
< deliberations, of inevitable necefiity, of the ftricteft fenfe of. public duty, and of a conviction 
* equal in its impreffion on his mind to abfolute certainty.’’ 


That the faid Warren Haftings was the lefs excufable in this obftinate adhcrence to his former 
unjuít proceedings, as the faid declarations were made in anfwer to a mocion made by Philip 
Francis, Efquire, for the reverfal of the faid proceedings, and to a minute introducing the faid 
motion ; in which Mr. Francis fet forth, in a clear and -forcible manner, and in terms with 
which the Court of Directors have fince declared their entire concurrence, both the extreme 
danger and the iHegality and invalidity of the faid. proceedings of Warren Haftings and Richard 
Bar well, Efq. concluding the faid minutc by the following conciliatory.declaration: ** And, that 
« this falutary motion may not be impeded by any idea-or fufpicion that General Clavering may 
*¢ do any act inconfiftent with the acquiefcence which both he and I have avowcd in the decifion 
“ of the. Judges, I will undertake to anfwer for him in this refpect; or that, if he fhould depart 
< from the true fpirit and.meaning of. that acquiefcence, I will not be a party with him in {fuch 
=¢ proceedings.”’ 


That the faid Warren Haftings could not plead ignorance of the law in excufe for the faid 
illegal acts, as it appears, from the proceedings of the four preceding days, that he was wel! 
acquainted with the tenure.hy which the Members of the Council held thcir offices under the 
Act of the 13th of his prefent Majefty, and had ftated the fame as a ground for retaining his 

own 
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own office, contrary to an exprefs declaration of the Court of Directors, and an inftrument 
under the fign manual.of his Majeity : and the sae of the Supreme Court, in their reafons 
for their decifion in his favour, had ftated the provifions in the faid Act, fo far as they related 
to the matter in difpute ; from which it appeared, that there were but four grounds on which 
the office of any Member of the Council could be vacated; namely, death, removal, refigna- 
tion, or promotion. . And as the Act .confined the power of removal to ‘ his rn ig Sie 
«c heirs and fuccefflors, upon reprefentation made by the Court of Directors of the faid United 
<< Company for the time being ;”” and conferred no fuch power on the Governor General, or a 
majority of the Council, to remove, on any ground, or for any. caufe whatever, one of their 
colleagues ; fo, granting the claim of General Clavering to the Chair, and his Acts done in 
furtherance thereof, to have been illegai and criminal in whatever degree, yet.it did not furnifh 
to the reft of the Council any ground to remove him from his office.of Counfellor, under the 
provifions of the faid Act; and there could therefore remain only his refignation,-or promotion, 
as a poffible means of vacating his faid office. But with regard to the promotion of General 
Clavering to the office of Governor General, although he claimed it himfelf, yet, as Mr. 
Haftings did not admit it, and as in faét it was even receded from by General Clavering, it 
could not be confidered, at leaft by Mr. Haftings, as a valid ground for vacating his office o 

Senior Counfellor, fince the Act requires for that. purpofe, not a rejected claim, but an actual 
and effectual promotion; and General Clavering’s office of Counfellor could-no more be vacated 
by fuch a naked claim, unfupported and difallowed, than the feat of a Member of the Houfe of 
Commons could be vacated, and a new writ iffued to fupply the vacancy, by his claim to the 
office of Steward of the Chiltern Hundreds, when his Majefty has refufed to appoint him to 
the faid office. And with regard to refignation, although the faid Warren Haftings, as a colour 
to his illegal refolutions, had affe&tedly introduced the word ‘** Refigned,’? amongft thofe of 
<< relinquifhed, furrendered, and vacated,” yet he well knew that General Clavering had made 
no offer nor declaration of his refignation of his offices of Senior Counfcllor and Commander 
in Chief; and that he did not claim the office of Governor General on the ground of any fuch 
refignation made by thimfelf, but on the ground of a refignation made by the faid Warren 
Hattings ; which refignation the faid Warren Haftings did not admit; and the ufe of the term 
refigned, on that eecstlon. was therefore a manifeft and wilful mifconftruction. and. mifapplication 
of the words of the A& of his prefent Majefty. And fuch mifinterpretation and falfe-extenfion 
of the term of refignatidh was the more indecent in the faid Warren Haftings, as he was at the 
fame moment difavowing and refufing to give effect to his own clear.and exprefs refignation, 
according to the true intent and meaning of the word, as ufed in the faid Aét, made by his 
Agent, duly authorized and initructed by himfelf fo to do,. to an authority competent to. receive 
and accept the fame. 


That although the faid Warren Haftings did afterwards recede from the daid illegal ‘meafures, 
in compliance with thé opinion and advice of the Judges again interpofed, and.did thereby avoid 
the guilt of fuch further aéts, and the blame of {uch further evils, as muft have been confequent 
on a perfiftance thercin; yet he was, neverthelefs, {till guilty of the illegal acts above defcribed, 
and the fame are great crimes and mifdemeanors, 


That, although the Judges did decide that the office of Governor General, held by the faid 
Warren Haftings, was not iffo fatto, and inffanter, vacated by the arrival of the faid difpatches 
and documents, tran{mitted py the Court of Directors; and did confider the faid confequences 
of the refignation as awaiting fome future act or event for its complete and effeétual operation; 

et the faid Judges did not declare any opinion on` the ultimate invalidity of the faid aéts of 
Jauchi Macleane, Efq. as not being binding on his principal, Warren Haftings, Efq. nor 
did they declare any opinion, that the obligation of the faid refignation was not from the begin- 
ning.conclufive and eitc€iual, although its operation was, from the neceffity of the cafe, on 
account of the diftance between izngland and India, to take placce only in Bitara; or that the 
faid refignation made by Lauchlin Macleane, Efq. was only an offer or propofal of a refignation 
to be made at fome future and.indefinite period, or a mere intimation of the defire of Warren 
Haftings, Efq. to refign at fome future and indefinite period, and that the faid refignation, not- 
withítanding the acceptance. tkereof by the Court of Directors, and the regular-appointment and 
confirmation of a fucceffor, was ftill to remain optional in the faid Warren Haftings, to be rati- 
fied or departed from at his future choice or pleafure: Nor did the faid Judges pronounce, nor'do 
any of thcir reafonings which accompanied their decifion tend to eitablifh it as their opinion, that 
even the time for ratifying and completing the faid tranfaction was to be at the fole difcretion of 
the faid Warren Haftings; but they only delivered their opinion, as'aforefaid, that his faid office 
<< has not yet been vacated, and (therefore) that the aé7ua/ aflumption of the Government by the 
<< Member of the Council next in fuccefiion was (in the actual circumftances,- and rebus fic fian- 
tibus) illegal.” 
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That the faid Warren Haftings does no where himfelf contend, that the faid refignation was 
not abfolute, but optional, according to the true meaning and underftanding of the parties in 
England, and fo far as the acts of Lauchlin Macleane, Efq. and the Court of Direétors, were 
binding on him; but, on the contrary, he grounds his refufal to complete the fame, not on 
any interpretation ot the words in which the faid refignation, and the other inftruments aforefaid, 
were conceived, but rather on a difavowal (not direét indeed, but implied) of his faid agenr, 
and of the powers under which the faid agent had claimed to act in his behalf. Neither did the 
faid Warren Haftings ground his faid retufal on any objection to the particular day, or period, 
or circumftances, in which the requifition of General Clavering was made ; nor accompany the 
faid refufal with any qualification in that refpeét, or with any intimation that he would, atany 
future or more convenient feafon, comply with the fame: although fuch an intimation might 
probably have induced General Clavering to wave an inftant and immediate claim to the Chair, 
and might, therefore, have prevented the diftractions which happened, and the greater evils 
which impended, in confequence of the faid claim of General Clavering, and the faid refufal of 
Warren Haftings, Efq. But the faid Warren Haftings did, on the contrary, exprefs his faid 
refufal in fuch general and unqualified terms, as intimated an intention to refift abfolutely and 
altogether, both then and at any future time, the faid requifition of General Clavering. And 
the Di hanen proceedings of the faid Warren Haftings do all concur in proving that fuch was 
his intention; for he did afterwards, in conformity to the advice of the Judges, move a refolu- 
tion in Council, * That all parties be placed in the fame fituation in which they ftood before 
<< the receipt of the laft advices from England; referving and fubmitting to a-decifion in 
«c England, the refpective claims.that each party may conceive they have a right to make, but 
‘© not aéting upon thofe claims till fuch decifion fhall arrive in Bengal ;”” thereby ciearly and 
explicitly declaring, that it was not his intention to furrender the Government until tuch deci- 
fion fhould arrive in Bengal, which could not be expected in lefs time than a year and an half 
after the. date of the faid refolution ; and thereby clearly and explicitly declaring, that he did not 
confider- his refignation as binding for the prefent. And the faid intention was manifefted, if 
poffible, ftill mere directly and exprefslvy, in a letter written by the faid Warren Haftings to the 
Court of Directors, dated the 15th of Auguft 1777, being almoft two months after the receipt 
of the faid difpatches ; in which the faid Warren Haftings declares, that ‘* he did not hold 
ee a gm bound by the notification made by Mr. Macleane, nor by any of the acts confequent 
ss 1 l 


That, fuch appearing to have been the intention of the faid Warren Haftings, General 
Clavering was juttified in immediately aluming the Government, without waiting for any future 
act of the faid Warren Haftings, for the actual furrender of the faid Government, none fuch 
being likely to happen ; and Philip Francis, Efq; was ju:litied in fupporting Gencral Clavering 
in the fame, on the foundeft principles of juftice, and on a maxim received in Courts of Equity, 
namely, That no one.fhall avail himfelf of his own wrong; and that, if any one refufe or 
negleét to perform that which -he is bound to do, the rights of others fbal] not be prejudiced 
thereby, but fuch acts fhall be deemed and reputed to have b en actually purfermed, and all the 
confequences fhall be enforced, which -would have followed fron ftuch atual performance. 
And therefore the Refolutions moved and voted in Council by the faid W arren Haftings, de- 
claring the offices of General Clavering to be vacant, were not only illegal, in as much as the 
faid Warren Haftings had no authority to warrant fuch a declaration, even on the fuppofition of 
the aéts of General Clavering:being contrary to law; but the faid refolutions were, further highly 
culpable and ‘criminal, in as muchas the faid aéts done by General Clavering, which were made 
the pretence-of that proceeding, were ftrictly regular and legal. 


‘That the refufal of the faid Warren Haftings to ratify the faid refignation, and his difavowal 
of the faid Lauchlin Macleane, his Agent, is not juftified by any thing contained in his faid 
letter to the Court of Directors, dated on the 15th of Auguft, 1777; the faid Warren Haftings 
no where dire€tly and pofitively afferting that.the faid Lauchlin Macleane was not his Agent, 
and had not -both full and general powers, and even particular inftructions, for this very act; 
although the faid Warren Haftings ufes many -indirect and circuitous, but infufficient and in- 
applicable, infinuations to that effeét. And the faid letter does on the contrary contain a clear 
and exprefs avowal that the faid Lauchlin Macleane was his confidential Agent, and that in that 
capacity he acted throughout, and particularly in this fpecial matter, with zeal and fidelity. 
And the faid letter does further admit in effect the inftruétions produced by the faid DLauchlin 
Macleane, Efq;-confirmed by Mr. Vanfittart and Mr. Stewart, and relied on, and confided in 
by the Court of Direétors, by which the faid ! auchlin Macleane appeared to be fpecially em- 
powered to declare the faid refignation; the words of the faid inftruction being as follcw : 
«<< ‘That he (Mr. Haftings) will not continue in the Government of Bengal, unlefs certain con- 
sc. ditions therein fpecified can be obtained And the words of the fafd letter being as follow: 
% What I myfelf know with certainty, or can recollect at this diftance of time, concemning 

< the 
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< the powers and inftru&tions which were given to Meffieurs Macleane and Graham, when 
'& they undertook to be my Agents in England, I will circumftantially relate. 


<¢ I am in poffefion of two papers which:were prefented to thofe Gentlemen at the time of 
<< their departure from Bengal; one of which comprizes four fhort propofitions, which I re- 
<é guired as the conditions of my being confirmed in this Government.” 


And altheugh the faid Warren Haftings does here artfully fomewhat change the words of his 
written inftructions (and which, having in his poffeffion, he might as eafily have given verbatim) 
to other words which may appear lefs explicit, yet they are in fact capable of only the fame 
‘meaning ; for as, at the time of giving the faid inftructions to his Agents, he was in full 
poffeffion of his office, he could want no confirmation therein, except his own ; and, in fuch 
circumftances, ‘* to require certain things, as the condition of his being confirmed in his Govern- 
ce ment,’? is tantamount to a declaration, ** that he will not continue in his Government, ~~ 
cec thofe conditions can be obtained.” And the faid attempt at prevarication can ferve its author the 
lefs, as either both fentences have one and the fame meaning; or, if their meaning be dif- 
ferent, the original inftruétions in his own hand writing, or in other words, the thing itfelf, muft 
be preferred as evidence of its contents, to a loofe ftatement of its purport, founded perhaps on 
a loofe recolle€tion of it at a great diftance of time. 


That the faid rcfufal of Warren Haftings, Efq; wasa breach of faith with the Court of Di- 
re&ors, and his Majeity’s Minifters in.England ; as the faid refignation was not merely a vo- 
luntary offer, without any confideration, and therefore fubje&t to be recalled or retracted at the 
pleafure of the faid Warren Haftings, but ought rather to be confidered as having been the 
refult of a negociation carried on between Mr. Macleane, for the benefit of Warren Haftings, 
Efg; onthe one hand, and by the Court of Directors, for the interefts of the Company, on the 
other : which view of the tranfaction will appear the more probable, when it is confidered that, 
at the time of the faid refignation, a {trict enquiry had been-carrying on, by the Court of 
DireGiors, into the conduct of the faid Warren Haltings ; and the Solicitor and Counfel to 
the Company, and other eminent Counfel, had given it as their opinions, on cafes ftated ta 
them, that there were grounds for {uing the faid Warren Haftings, in the courts of law and 
equity, and that the Company would be entitled to recover in the faid fuits againft Warren 
Haftings, Efq. feveral very large fums of money, taken by him in his office of Governor 
General, contrary to law, and in breach of his covenants, and of his duty to the Company 
and the public; and the Court of Direétors had alfo come to various fevere refolutions of 
cenfure againft the faid Warren Haftings, and amongft others toa refolution to recall the faid 
Warren Haflings, and remove him from his office of .Governor General, to anfwer for fundry 
great crimes and delinquencies by him committed in his faid office. 


And on thefe accounts it appears probable, that the faid refignation was tendered and ag- 
cepted, as a confideration for fome beneficial conceffions made in confequence thereof to the. 
faid Warren Haftings, in his faid dangerous and defperate condition. 


“And the faid refufal was alfo an a&t of great difrefpe& to the Court of Direétors, and ta 
his Majefty ; and, by rendering abortive their faid meafures folemnly and deliberately taken, 
and ratified and confirmed by his Majefty; tended to bring the authority of the Court of 
DireS&tors, and of his Majefty, into contempt. A 


And the faid refufal was an injury to General Clavering. 
And was alfo, or might have been, a great injury to Edward Wheler, Efquire. 


And was an a& of fignal treachery to Lauchlin Macleane, Efq. as alfo to Mr. Vanfittart 
and Mr. Stewart, whofe honours and veracity were thereby brought into queftion, doubt, and 
fufpicion. 


And the faid refufal was prejudicial to the affairs of the fervants of the Company in India, 
by fhaking the confidence to be placed in their agents by thofe perfons, with whom it might 
be for their interefts to negociate on any matter of importance, and by thus fubjecting: the. 
communication of perfons abroad with thofe at home to difficulties not known before, 
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Contract with Surgeon-General in Bengal, in 1777. 


HAT the faid Warren Haftings, in the year 1777, did grant to the Surgeon General a 
Contraét for three years, for defraying every kind of Hofpital and Medicinal Expence— 
not only in breach of the general orders of the Court of Directors with refpect to the duration of 
“inka, but in direct oppofition.to a particular order of the Court of Directors, of the 3cth of 
March, 1774, when they direéted, ‘* that the Surgeon fhould not be permitted to enjoy any 
s% emolument arifing from his being concerned in dieting the patients; and that the occupations 
<c of Surgeon and Contractor thould be forthwith feparated.’? That the faid Contrast was in 
jtfelf highly improper, and inconfiftent with the good of the fervice; as it afforded the ercateft 
temptation to abufe, and eftablifhed a pecuniary intereftin the Surgeon General, contrary to the 
duties of his ftation and profeffion. 





(No, 11.) 


Contract for Repairs of Poolbundy in Burdwan. 


HAT the Governor General and Council at Fott William did; on the motion and recom- 
©  mendation of Warren laia i Efquire, enter into a contraét with Archibald Frazer, 
Eiquire, on the 16th of April, 1778, for the repairs of the pools and banks in the province of 


Burdwan, for two years, atthe rate of 120,000 Sicca rupees for the firft year, and 80,000 rupees 
for the fecond year. 


That on the roth of December, 1773; the faid Warren Haftings did further perfuade the 
Supreme Council to prolong the term of the above contraét with Archibald Frazer for the fpace 
of three years more,:on the fame conditions ; namely, the payment of 80,000 S 
each year. To which was added a permiffion to Mr. Frazer to make dobunds 
whenever he fhould judge them neceflary, at the charge of government. á 


icca rupees for 
or {pecial repairs, 


That the faid contracts, both în the manner of their acceptance by the Supreme Council 
without having previoufiy advertifed for propofals, and in the extent of their duration were 
made in-dire& violation of the fpecial orders of the Court of Direétors. i 


That fo far from any advantage having been obtained for the Company in the terms of 
thefe contracts, in confideration: of the length of time for which they were to continue, the 
expence of government upon this article was encreafed by thefe engagements to a very great 
amount. 


"That it appears that this contraét had been held for fome years before by the Rajah of Burd- 
awan, at the rate of 25,000 rupees per annum. 


‘That the Superintendant of Poolbundy repairs, after an accurate a ili 
bunds and pools, and the Provincial Gouncil af Burdwan, upon the wane aT pie 
procure, had delivered it as their opinion to the Governor General and Council. before ke faid 
agreement was entered into, That after the heavy expence (ftated in Mr. Kinleek’s eftimate 
viz. 119,405 Sicca rupees) if difburfed as: they recommended, the charge in future ie a 
would be greatly reduced, and after one thorough and effectual repair, they conceived a Jali annual 
expence would be fufficient to keep the bunds up, and prevent their going to decay. on 


"Fhat 
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That whatever extraordinary and unufual damages the pools and bunds might have fuflained, 
either from the negleét of the Rajah’s officers, or from the violence of the then late rains, and 
the torrents thereby occafioned, to juftify the expence of the firft year, yet as they were all 
confidered and included in the eftimate for that year, there could be no pretence for allowing 
and continuing fo large and burthenfome a payment as 80,000 rupees per annum, for the four 
fucceeding years. 


That the faid Warren Haftings did, in his minutes of the 13th of Fehruary, 1778, himfelf 
fupport that opinion, in the comparifon to be made between Mr. Thomfon’s propofals of under- 
taking the fame fervice for 60,050 rupees a year, for nine years, and the terms of Mr. Frazer’s 
contracts ; preferring the latter, becaufe thefe were ** to effeét a complete repair, which could 
** hardly be concluded in one feafon, and the fubfequent expence would be but trifling.” 


Notwithitanding which, the faid Warren Haftings urged and prevailed upon the Council to 
allow in the firft year the full amount propofed by Mr. Kinlock in his eftimate of the neceflary 
repairs, and did burthen the Company with what he muft have deemed to be for the greater part 
an unneceflary expence of 80,000 rupees per annum, for four years. 


That the permiffion granted to Mr. Frazer to make ‘dobunds, or new and additional em- 
pankments in of the old ones, whenever he fhould judge them neceffary, at the charge of Go- 
vernment (the faid charge to be verified by the oath of the faid Frazer, without any voucher) 
was a power very much to be fufpected, and very improper to be entrufted to a Contra&lor, who 
had already covenanted to keep the old pools in perfecét repair, and to conftruct new ones 
wherever the old pools had been broken down and wafhed away, or where the courfe of the 
rivers might have rendered new ones neceflary, in confideration of the great fuins ftipulated to 
be paid to him by the government. 


That the grant of the foregoing contracts, and the permiffiion afterwards annexed to the 
fecond of the faid grants, become much more reprehenfible from a confideration of the circum- 
(tances of the perfon to. whom fuch a grant was made, 


Fhat the due performance of the fervice required local knowledge and experience, which 
the faid Archibald Frazer, being an officer in the Supreme’ Court of ‘Juftice, could not have 
poffefied. 


(No. 12.) 


Oprum CONTRACT, given to`Mr. SULLIVAN, and fending Oprum 
to CHINA, 


HAT it appears that the opium produced in Bengal and Bahar is 2 confiderable and lucra- 

tive article in the export trade of thofe Provinces ; that the whole produce has been for many 
years monopolized, either by individuals or by the Government; that the Court of Direé&tors of 
the Eaft India Company, in confideration of the hardfhip impofed on the native owners and 
cultivators of the lands, who were deprived of, their natural right of dealing with man 
competitors, and compelled to fell the produce of their labour to a fingle monopolift, did 
authorife the Governor General and Council to give up that commodity as an article of 
commerce, 


That while the faid commodity continued to be a monopoly for the benefit of government, 
and managed by a Contractor, the contracts for providing it were fubjeét to the Company’s 
fundamental regulation, namely, to be put up to auction, and difpofed of to the beft bidder ; 
and that the E aaxae particularly ordered, that the commodity, when provided, fhould be 
configned to the Board of Trade, who were directed to difpofe thereof by public auction. 


That, in May 1777, the faid Warren Haftings granted to John Mackenzie a contra&t for 
the provifion of opium, to continuecthree years, and without advertifing for propofals; that this 
na tranfaction 
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tranfa&tion was condemned by the Court of Directors, notwithftanding a claufe had been in- 
ferted in that contraét, by which it was left open to the Court of Dire&tors to annul the fame at 
the expiration of the firftor fécond year. 


"That, about the end of the year 1780, the faid Warren Haftings, in contradiction to the 
erder above mentioned, did take away the fale of the opium from the Board of Trade, though he 
difclaimed, at the fame time, any intention of implying a cenfure on their management. 


“That, in March. 1781, the faid Warren Haftings did grant to Stephen Sullivan, fon of Law- 
rence Sullivan, chairman of the Court of Directors of the Eaft India Company, a contraé& for the 
provifion of opium, without advertifing for propofals, and without even receiving any written 
propofals from him the faid Sullivan; that he granted this contract for four years, and, at the 
requeft of the faid Sullivan, did omit that claufe which was inferted in the preceding contraé&, 
and by which it was rendered liable to be determined by orders from the Company; the faid 
Warren.Haftings declaring, Contrary to truth, that fuch claufe was now unneceflary, as the Di- 
rectors had approved the contract. 


That the faid Sullivan had been but a few months in Bengal, when the above contraét was 
iven to him; that he was a ftranger to the. country, and to all the local commerce thereof, and 
therefore anaualilied for the management of fuch a concern; and thatthe faid Sullivan, inftead 
of executing the contract himfelf, did, fhortly after obtaining the fame, affign it over to John 
Benn and others; and, in confideration:of fuch aflignment, did receive from the faid Benn a 
great fum of meney. 


_ That, from the preceding faéts, as well as from fundry other circumftances of reftrictions 
taken off (particularly by abolifhing the office of Infpećtor into the quality of the opium) and of 
beneficial claufes introduced, it appears that the faid Warren Haftings gave this contra& to the 
faid Stephen Sullivan, im contradiction to the orders of the Court of Direétors, and without 
any regard to the interefts of the India Company, for the fole purpofe of creating an inftant for- 
tune for the faid Sullivan at the expence of the India Company, without any claim of fervice or 
pretence of merit on.his part, and without any apparent motive whatever, except that of fecu- 
ring; or rewarding, the attachment and fupport of his father, Lawrence Sullivan, a perfon of 
great authority and influence in the direction of the Company’s affairs, and notorioufly attached 


` 


ty ; 
‘to and connected with the faid Warren Haftings. 


‘That the faid Stephen Sullivan neither poffeffed, nor pretended to poffefs, any fkill inthe 
bufinefs of his contract; that he exerted no induftry, nor thewed, or couid fhew, any exaénefs 
in the performance of it; fince he immediately foid the contra& for a fuin of money to another 
perfon (for the fole purpofe of which fale, it muft be prefumed, the fame was given); by which 
perfon another profit was to be made; and by that perfon the fame was again fold to a third, by 
whom.a third profit was tobe made. 


‘That the faid Warren Haftings, at the very time when he engaged the Company ina contraé& 
for engroffing the whole of the opium produced in Bengal and Bahar in the enfuing four years, 
on terms.of fuch exorbitant profit tothe Contractor, affirmed, that ** there was little profpećt 
<< of fElling the opitni th Bengal at a r@éafonable price; arid that it was but natural to fuppofe 
s that the price of opium would fall, from the demand being leffened.”’-—That, in a letter dated 
the sth-of May 1781, he informed the Diréeétors, ** That, owing to the indifferent ftate of the 
< markets laft feafon to the Eaftward, and the very enhanced rates of infurance which the war 
$% had occafioned, they had not been able to difpofe of the opium of the prefent year to fo great 
< an advaritage as they expected ; and that more than one hälf of it remained ftill in their ware- 
** houfes.”? That the faid Warren Haftings was guilty of a manifeft breach of truft to his confti- 
tuents and. his employers, in monopolizing for their pretended ufe an article of Commerce, for 
which the declared mo purchafers had offered, and that there was little profpeé? of any offiring; and 
the price of which, he faid; tt was but natural to fuppofe would fall. That the faid Warren Hattings 
having, by his own act, loaded the Company with a conimodity, for which, either in the or- 
dinary and regular courfe of public auction, or even by private contract, there was, as he 
affirmed, no fale, did, under pretence of finding a market for the fame, engage the Compary 
in an enterprize of great and certain expence, fubjec&t to a manifeft rif{que, and full of diferace to 
the Eaft India Company; not only in their political chara&ter,'as a great fovereign power in In- 
dia; but in their commercial character, as an eminent and refpeCtable body of merchants: arid 
that the execution of this enterprize was accompanied with fundry other engavements with other 
perfons, in all of which the Company’s intérelt was conftantly facrifieed to that of individuals 
favoured: by the faid Warren Hatftings. i 


That 
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That the faid Warren Haftings firft engaged in a fcheme to export one thoufand' four hun- 
dred and fixty chefts of opium, on the Company’s account, on board a fhip belonging to Cud- 
bert Thornhill; half of which was to be difpofed of in a coafting voyage, and the remainder in 
Canton.— That, befides the freight and conan payne to the faid Thornhill, on this 
adventure, twelve pieces of cannon belonging to the Company were lent for arming the fhip ; 
though his original propofal was, that the fhip fhould be armed at his expence.— T hat this part 
of the adventure depending for its fuccefs on a prudent and fortunate management of various 
fales and re-fales, in the courfe of a circuitous voyage ; and being expofed to fuch rifque both of 
fea and enemy, that all private traders had declined to be concerned in it; was particularly 


unfit for a great trading company, and could not be undertaken on their account with any 
rational profpect of advantage. 


That the faid Warren Haftings foon after engaged in another fcheme for exporting two thou- 
fand chefts of opium, direétly to China, on the Company’s account, and for that purpofe ac- 
cepted of an offer made by Henry Watfon, the Company’s chief engineer, to convey the fame 
in a veffel of his own, and to deliver it to the Compa2ny’s fupra cargoes.—T hat, after the offer 
of the faid Henry Watfon had been accepted, a letter from him was produced at the Board, in 
which he declared that he was unable to equip the fhip with a proper number of cannon, and 
requefted that he might be furnifhed with thirty-fix guns from the Company’s ftores at Madras ; 
with which requeft the Board complied.—T hat it appears, that George Williamfon, the Com- 
pany’s auctioneer at Calcutta, having complained that, by this mode of exporting the opium, 
which ufed to be fold by public auction, he loft his commiffion as auétioneer, the Board athowed 
him to draw a commiffion of one per cent. on all the opium which had been or was to be ex- 
ported.~— That it appears that the contractor for opium (whofe proper duties and emoluments, 
‘as contractor, ended with the delivery of the Opium) was alfo allowed to draw a commifiion 


on the opium then fhipping on the Company’s account ; but for what reafon, or on what pre- 
tence, does not appear. 


‘That the faid Warren .Haftings, in order to pay the faid-Stephen Sullivan in advance for the 
opium furnifhed or to be furnifhed by him, in the firft year of his contraét, did borrow the fum 
of twenty lacks of rupees, at eight per cent. or two hundred thoufand pounds ftetling, to be 
repaid by drafts to be drawn on the Company by their Supra Cargoes in China, provided the 
opium configned to them fhould arrive fafe ; but that if the adventure failed, whether by the 
lofs of the fhips or otherwife, the fubfcribers to the above loan were to’ be repaid their capital 
and intereft out of the Company’s Treafury in Bengal. 


"That the faid Warren Haftings, having in this manner purchafed a commodity for which he 
faid there was no fale, and paid for it with money which he was obliged to borrow at a high 
intereft, was ftill more criminal in his attempt, or pretended plan, to introduce it clandeftinely 
into China. That the importation of opium into China is forbidden by the ‘Chinefe govern- 
ment; that the opium, on.feizure, is burnt; the veiie! that imports it confifcated; and the 
Chinefe, in whofe poffeffion it may be found for fale, punifhed with death. 


That the Governor General and Council were well aware of the exiftence of thefe prohibi- 
' tions and penalties; and did therefore inform the Supra Cargoes in China, that the fhip belong- 

ing to the faid Henry Watfon would enter the river at China as an armed fhip, and would not be 
reported as bearing a cargo of opium, that being a contraband tradex—T hat of the above two fhips, 
the firft, belonging to Cudbert Thornhill, was taken by the French; and that the fecond, ar- 
rivingin China, did occafion much embarraffment and diftrefs to the Company’s Supra Cargoes 
there, who had not been previoufly confulted on the formation ofthe plan, and were expofed to 
great dificulty and hazard in the execution of their part of it. ‘That the fhip was delayed, ata 
demurrage of an hundred dollars aday, for upwards of three months, waiting in vain for a bet- 
ter market.— T he factory eftimate the /o/sto the Company, including port charges, demurrage, 
and factory charges allowed the Captain, at fixty nine thoufand nine hundred and ninety three 
dollars, or about twenty thoufand pounds fterling. 


That the Company’s factory at China, after ftating the foregoing faéts to the Court of Di- 
rectors, conclude with the following general obfervation thereon :—** Ona review of thefe cir- 
*¢ cumftances, with the extravagant and unufual terms of the ie Se demurrage, factory 

charges, &c &c. we cannot help being of opinion, that private confiderations have been fuf-. 
fered to interfere too much for any benefit that may have been intended to the Honourable 
Company. We hope for the Honourable Court’s approbation of our conduét in this affair. 
‘The novelty and nagure of the confignments have been the fource of much trouble and anxi- 


“* ety; and, though We wifhed to have had it in our power te do more, we may truly fay we 
** have exceeded our expectations,”’ 
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That every part of this tranifaction, from the monopoly with which it commenccd, to the 
contraband dealing with which it concluded, criminates the faid Warren Faftings with wilful 
difobedience of orders, and a continued breach of truft: that every {tep taken in it was attended 
with heavy lofs to the Company, and with a facrifice of their intereft to that of individuals ; 
and that, if finally a profit had refulted to the Company from fucha tranfaction, no profit at- 
tending it could compenfate for the probable rifque to which their trade in China was thereby 
expofed ; or for the certain difhonour and confequent diftruft, which the Eaft India Company 
muft incur in the eyes of the Chinefe Government, by being engaged in a low, clandeitine 
traffic, prohibited by the laws of the country. 





(No. 13.) 


Appointment of Mr. R. J. Sullivan to be Refident at the Durbar 
of the Nabob of Arcot, and propofing him to be appointed 
Refident at the. Nizam’s Court after being difmiffed by the 
Directors. 


HAT, in the month of February, 1781, Mr. Richard J h Sullivan, Secretary to the 
Seleé&t Committee at Fort St. George, applied to them fo eave to proceed to Calcutta 
on his private affairs. "That, being the confidential Secretary to the’ Sele&t Committee at Fort 
St. George, and confequently poffeffed of all the vicws and fecrets of the Company, as far as 
they related to that government; he went privately into the fervice of the Nabob of Arcot ; 
and, under the pretence of proceeding to Calcutta on his private bufinefs, undertook a 
commiffion from the faid Nabob to the Governor General and Council, to’ negociate with 
them in favour of certain projeéts of the {faid Nabob, which had-been reprobated by the 
Company. 


That the faid Sullivan was foon after appointed back again, by the faid Warren Haftings, 
to the office of. Refident at the Durbar of the faid Nabob ot Arcot. That it was a high crime 
and mifdemeanor, in the faid Haftings, toencourage fo dangerous an example in the Company’s 
fervice,..and to interfere unneceflarily- with the government of Madras, in the difcharge of the 
duties peculiarly afcribed to them by the praétice and orders of the Company, for the purpofe 
of appointing to a great and confidential frtuation, a man who had’ fo recently committed a 
breach of truft to his employers. 


That the Court of Dire&tors, in their letter to Bengal, dated the rath of July, 1782, 
-and received there on the r8th of. February, 1783, did condemn and revoke the faid appoint- 
ment. That the faid Directors, in theirs to Fort St. George, dated the 28th of Auguft, 
1782, and received thcre the 31ft of January, 1783, did highly condemn the conduct of 
the faid Sullivan; and, in order to deter their fervants from practices of the fame kind, 
did difmifs him from their fervice. 


That the faid Haftings, knewing that the faid Sullivan’s appointment had been con- 
demned and revoked by the.Court of Direétors, and pretending that, on the 15th of March, 
1783, he did not know that the faid Sullivan was difmiffed from the Company’s fervice, 
though that faét was known at Madras on the 31it of the preceding January, did recom- 
mend oie faid Sullivan to be Ambaffador at the court of Nizam Ally Cawn, Subahdar of 
the Deccan, -in defiance of the authority and orders of the Court of Directors. 


g, what is -highly improbable, that the difiniffion of the faid Sullivan 
from the fervice.of the faid Company was not known at Calcutta in forty three days from 
Madras, the laft-mentioned nomination of the faid Sullivan was made at leaft in contempt of 
the cenfure already exprefled by the Court of Directors, at his former appointment to the 
Durbar of the Nabob of Arcot, -and which was certainly known to the faid Haftings. 


“That even admittine 
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BREACH of TREATY with the RANNA of GOHUD. 


HAT on the 2d of December, 1779, the Governor General and Council of Fort William, 

at the fpecial recommendation and inftance of Warren Haftings, Efquire, then Governor 
General, and contrary-to the declared opinion and proteft of three of the Members of the 
Council; (viz.) Philip Francis and Edward Wheler, Efquires, who were prefent; and of 
Sir Eyre Coote, who was abfent (by whofe abfence the cafting voice of the faid Warren 
Haftings, Efquire, prevailed ;) did conclude a treaty of perpetual friendfhip and alliance, 
offenfive and defenfive, with a Hindoo Prince, called the Ranna of Gohud, for the exprefs 
purpofe of ufing the forces of the faid Ranna in oppofition to the Mahrattas. 


‘That, among other articles, it was ftipulated with the faid Ranna, by the faid Warren 
‘Haftings, ** That whenever peace fhould -be‘concluded between the’Company and the Mah- 
* ratta ftate, the Maha Rajah fhouhl be included as a party in the treaty which fhould be made 

for that purpofe, and his prefent pofleffions, together with the fort of Gualior, which of 
old belonged to the family of the Maha Rajah, if it fhould be then in his poffeffion, and fuch 
countries as he fhould:- have acquired in the courfe of war, and which it fhould then be 
< f{tipulated to leave in his hands, fhould be guaranteed to him by fuch treaty.” 


ee 
<6 
<46. 


That in the late war againft the Mahrattas, the faid Ranna of Gohud did actually join the 
Britifh army, under: the command of Colonel Muir, with two battalions of infantry, and 
twelve hundred cavalry, and did then ferve in perfon againft the Mahrattas, thereby ording 
material afi tance, and rendering effential fervice to the Company. 


That, in conformity to the above-mentioned treaty, in the fourth article of the.treaty of 
peace, concluded on the 13th of October, 1781, between Colonel Muir, on the part of the 
Englifh Company, and Madajee Scindia the Mahratta General, the faid Ranna of Gohud 
was exprefsly included. 


‘That, notwithftanding the faid exprefs provifion and apreement, Madajee Scindia pro- 
ceeded to attack the forts, and lay wafte the territories of the faid Ranna, and did undertake 
and profecute a war 'agaimft him for the fpace of two years; in the -courfe of which, the 
Ranna and ‘his family were reduced to extreme diftrefs, and in the end he was deprived of his 
forts,-and the whole not only of-his acquired pofieflions, but of his original dominions, fo 
{pecially guaranteed to him by the Britifh Government in both the above-mentioned treaties. 


That the faid Warren. Haftings was duly and regularly informed of the progrefs of the war 
againft the Ranna, and of every event thereof; notwithftanding which, he not only neglected 
in any manner to ‘interfere therein in favour of the -faid Ranna, or to ufe any endeavours to 
prevent the infraction of the treaty, but gave confiderable countenance and encouragement to 
M adajee Scindia in his violation of it, both by the refidence of the Britifh Minifter in the 
Mahratta camp, and by the approbation fhewn by the faid Warren Haftings to the promifes 
made by his agent, of obferving the ftricteft neutrality, notwithftanding he was in juftice 
bound, and ftood pledged by the moft folemn and facred engagements, to protect and preferve 
the faid Ranna from thofe enemies, whofe refentment he had provoked only by his adherence 
to the interefts of the Britifh nation. 


‘That, in the only:attempt made to found the difpofition of anos Scindia, rélative toa 
pacification between him and the Ranna of Gohud, onthe-1r4th of ay, 1783, Mr. Ander- 
fon, in obedience to the orders-he had received, did clearly and explicitly declare to Bhow 
‘Buckfey, the Minifter of Madajee Scindia, the fentiments of the faid Warren Haftings, in 
the words following :—‘* That it was fo far from your (the faid Haftings’s) meaning, to 
«< intercede in his (the faid Ranna’s) favour, that I only defired him to found Scindia’s fenti- 
< ments, and in cafe he was defirous of peace, to mention what I had faid ; but, if he feemed 
<< to prefer carrying on the war, I begged that he would not mention a fyllable of what had 
sc, paffed, but let the mAtter drop entirely.” 


Non That 
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That it afterwards appeared, in a minute of the faid Haftings, in Council at Fort William, 
on the 22d of September, 1783, that he promifed, at the inftance of a Member of the 
‘Council, to write to Lieutenant Tama Anderfon in favour of the Ranna of Gohud, and lay 


his letter before the board. 


That neverthelefs the faid Haftings, profcfling not to recolled? his faid promife, did negla 
to write a formal letter to Lieutenant Auderfon, in favour cf the faid Ranna of Gohud, and 
that the private letter, ‘the extract of which the faid Haftings did lay before the Board on the 
a1ft of October, 1783, fo far from direSting any effeétual interference in favour of the feid 
Kanna, or commanding his agent, the faid James Anderfon, to interpote the mediation of the 
Britifh government to procure ‘* honourable terms” for the faid Ranna, or even ** /afety to his 
<c perfon and family,” contains the bittereit invectives againft him, and js expreifive cf the 
fatisfaGtiion which the faid Haftings acknowledges himfelf to haye enjoyed in the diifiretics of 
the faid Ranna, the ally of the Company. 


That the meafures therein recommended, appear rather to have been defigned to fatisfy 
Madajee Scindia, and to juftify the conduct of the Britifh government, in not having taken 
a more active and a more hoftile part againft the faid Ranna, than an interceffion on his 
behalf. 


That though no confideration of good faith, or obfervance of treaties, could induce the 
faid Haftings to incur the hazard of any hoftile exertion of the Britifh force for the defence 
or the relief of the allies of the Company, yet in the faid private letter he directed that, in 
cafe his mediation fhould be accepted, it fhoultd be made a /pecific condition, that, if the faid 
Ranna fhould take advantage of Scindia’s abfence to renew nis hiflilities, we ought in that cafe, onre- 
quifition, to invade the dominions of the Ranna. 


That no beneficial effects could have been procured to the faid Ra nna by an offer of Medi- 
ation delayed till Scindia no longer wanted ‘* our affifiance to crufh fo fallen an enemy ;’’ at the 
fame time that no reafan was given to Scindia to apprehend the danger of drawing upon 
himfelf the refentment of the Britifh government, by a difregard of their propofal and the 
deftruction of their ally. 


That it was a grofs and fcandalous mockery in the faid Haftings to defer an application to ob- 
tain honourable terms oe une adhe, and fafety for his perfon and family, till he had been de- 
prived of his principal fort in defence of which his uncle loft his life, and on the capture of which 
his wife, to avoid the difhonour confequent upon falling into the hands of her enemies, had de- 


Straved berfelf by an explefion of gunpowder. 


"That however, it does npt appear that any offer of mediation was ever actually made, or any 
influence exerted, either for the tafety of the Ranna’s perfon and famiiv, or in mitigation of 
the rigorous intentions {uppofed by Lieutenant Anderfon to have been entertained againft him by 
Madatiee Scindia after his furrender. 


‘That the faid Haftings, in the mis ogc rl by him to Mr. David Anderfon for hisconduct 
in negociating the treaty of peace with the Mahrattas, exprefied his determination to defert the 
Ranna of Gohud, inthe following words: ** you will of courfe be attentive to any engagements 
< fubfifting between us and other powers, in fettling the terms of peace and alliance with the 
<c Mahrattas; I except from this the Ranna of Gohud.’”’——*‘* Leave him to fettle his awn affairs 
& with the Mabhrattas.”’ 


That the faid Anderfon appears very affiduoufly to have fought for grounds to juftify 
the execution.of this part of his inftructions, to which, however, he was at all events obliged 
to conforin. 


That, even after his application for that purpofe-to the Mahrattas, whofe teftimony was much 
to be fufpeéted, becaufe it was their intercft to accufe, and their determined objet to deftroy the 
faid Ranra, nofatisfactory proof was obtained of his defection from the engagements he had en- 
tered into with the Company. 


‘That moreover, if all the charges, which have been pretended againft the Ranna, and have 
been alledged by the faid Haftings in.juftification of his conduét, had been well founded, and 
foved tobe true, the fubject matter of thofe accufations, and the proofs by which they were to 
» fupported, were known to Colonel Muir before the conclufion of tke treaty he entered into 
with Madajee Scindia; and therefore, whatever fufpiciens may have been entertained, or what- 
eves degree of criminality may have been proved againft the faid Ranna, previous to the faid 
treaty, 
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treaty, from the time he was fo provided for and included in the faid treaty, he was fully and 
juftly entitled to the fecurity ftipulated for him by the Company, and had a right to demand 
and receive the protection of the Britifh government. 


That thefe confiderations were urged by Mr. Anderfon to the faid. Warren Hafttings, in 
his letter of the 24th of June, 1781, and were enforced by this additional argument, ‘* That 
« in voint of policy, I believe, it ought not to be our wifh that the Mahrattas fhould ever re- 
«c cover the fortrefs of Cfualior; it forms an important barrier to our own pofieffions. In the 
e hands of the R.anna it can be of no prejudice to us; and notwithftanding the prefent profpect 
<< of a permanent peace betwixt us and the Mahrattas, it feems highly expedient that there 
"<. fhould always remain fome itrong barrier to feparate us, on this fide of India, from that war- 
«t like and powerful nation.” 


Thatthe faid Warren Haftings was highly culpable in abandoning the faid Ranna to the fury 
of his enemies, thereby forfeiting the honour and injuring the credit of the Britifh nation in 
India, notwithftanding the faid Haftings was fully convinced, and had profefled, ** that the moft 
<é facred obfervance of treaties, juitice, and good faith, were neceflary to the exiftence of the 
«c national intereits in that country.” —And though the faid Haftings has complained of the in- 
fufficiency of the laws of this kingdom to enforce this doctrine, ** by the punifhment of perfons 
<< in the poffeffion of power, who may be impelled by the provocation of ambition, avarice, or 
< vengeance, ftronger than the reftrictions of integrity and honour, to the violation of this juft 
ec and wife maxim.” 


‘That the faid Haftings, in thus departing from thefe his own principles, with a full and 
juft fenfe of the guilt he would thereby incur, and in facrificing the allies of this country ‘* te 
éc the provocations of ambition, avarice, or vengeance,” in violation of the national faith and juf- 
tice, did commit a grofs and wilful breach of his duty, and was thereby guilty. of an high crime 
and mifdemeanour. 
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Embezzlement of the Revenues, and not proceeding in Profecutions 
of the Committee, as ordered by the Directors; and increafing 
the Expence of the Collection, and occafioning the Decline of 
Revenue. 


P A R t i i= 


HAT the property of the lands of Bengal is, according to the laws and cuftoms of that 

country, an inheritable property, and that it is, with few exceptions, vefted in certain 
natives, called Zemin.Jars, or Landholders, under whom other natives, called Talookdars and 
Ryots, hold certain fubordinate rights of property, or occupancy, in the faid lands :—That the 
faid natives are Hindoos, and that their rights and arivllages are grounded upon the poffeffion of regu- 
lar grants, along feries of family Succefjion, inp e purena :— That it appears that Bengal has 
been under the dominion of the Mogul, and fubjeét to a Mahommedan government, for above 
two hundred years :—That, while the Mogul government was in its vigour, the property of 
Zemindars was held facred ; and that either by voluntary grant from the faid Mogul, or by com- 
poiiticn with him, the native Hindoos were left in the free, quiet, and undifturbed pofleffion of 
their lands, onthe fingle condition of paying a fixed, certain, and unalterable revenue, or quit- 
rent, to the Mogul government :— T hat this revenue, or quit-rent was called the auffil jumma, 
or original ground rent, of the provinces, and was not increafed from the time when it was firit 
fettled, in 1573, to1740, when the regular and effective Mogul government ended :—T hat, from 
that time to 1765, invafions, ufurpations, and various revolutions took place in the government 
of Bengal, in confequence of which the country was confiderably reduced and impoverifhed, 
when the Eaft India Company received from the prefeut Mogul Emperor, Shaw Alun, a grant of 
the dewanny, or collection of the revenues :—That, about the year 1770, the provinces of 
Bengal and Bahar were vifited with a dreadful famine and mortality, by which at leaft one aia 
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ef the inhabitants perifhed :—That Warren: Haftings, Efquire, has declared, ‘¢ that he had 
< always -heard the lofs ‘of inhabitants reckoned at a third, and in many places near one 
<< half, of the whole: and that he knew not by what means fuch a lofs could be recruited in 
“© four or five years, and believed it impoffible.’’ Ihat neverthelefs the revenue was violently 
kept up to me andard, that is, in the two years immediately preceding the appointment 
or the faid-Warren Haftings to the government of Fort William; in confequence of which, 
the remaining two thirds of the inhabitants were obliged to pay for the lands now left without culti- 
vation; and that, from the year 1770 to the year 1775, the country had languifi-ed, and the evil 
continued enhancing every day :—That the faid Warren Hattings, in a letter to the Secret Com- 
mittee of the Court of Directors, dated 1ft September, 1772, declared, ** T hat the lands had 
*< fuffered unheard-of depopulation by the famine and mortality of 1769; that the collections, 
““ violently kept up to their former ftandard, kad added to the diftrefs of the country, and 
& threatened a general decay of the revenue, unlefs immediate remedies were applied to prevent 
<c it.” That the faid Warren Haftings has declared, ** That, by intrufling the collections to 
** hereditary Zemindars, the people would be treated with more tenderne/s, the rents more im- 
é proved, and cultivation more likely to be encouraged ; that they have a perpetual intereft in 
c the country; that their inheritance cannot be removed ; that they are the proprietors ; that the 
s: lands are their eftates, and their inheritance; that, from a long continuance: of the lands in 
£c their families, it is to be concluded they have rivetted an authority in the diftriét, acqujred 
4 an afcendancy over the minds of the Ryots, and ingratiated their affections. ‘That, from 
continuing tke lands under the management-of thofe-who have a natuial] and perpetual inte- 
reft in their profperity, folid advantages might be expected to accrue: that the Zemindar 
would be lefs liable to failure or deficiencies than the farmer, from the perpetua! interefl which 
' the former hath in the country, and becaufe his inheritance cannot be removed; and it would 
% be improbable that he fhould rifque the lofs of it by eloping from his ciftriét, which is too 
frequently practifed by a farmer, when he is hard prefied tor the payment of his balances, 
** and as frequently predetermined when-he receives his farm :”— That notwithftanding all the 
preceding declarations, made by the faid Warren Haftings, of the lofs of ene third of the 
inhabitants,- -and general decline of the country, he did, immediately after his appointment to 
the government, in the year 1772, make an arbitrary fettlement of the revenues for five years, 
ata higher rate than had ever been received before, and with a progrefflive and accumulating 
increafe on each of. the four laft years of the faid fettlement. 


That notwithftanding the right of property and inheritance, repeatedly acknowledged by the 
faid Warren Haftings to be in the Zemimdars, and other native landholders ; and notwithftand- 
ing he had declared ‘* that the fecurity of private property is the greateft encouragement to 
<¢ induftry, on which the wealth of every ftate depends ;”’ the faid Warren Haftings, never- 
thelefs, in dire& violation of thofe acknowledged rights and principtes, did-univerfally let the 
Jands of Bengal in farm for five years ; thereby deftroying all the rights of private property of 
the Zemindars; thereby delivering the management of their éf{tates to farmers, and transferring, 
by a moft arbitrary and unjuft aét of power, the whole landed property of Bengal from the 
owners to- ftrangers :— 'That,''to accomplifh: this iniquitous’ purpofe, the, the faid Warren 
Haftings, did pur the lands of Bengal up to a pretended public auction, end invited all perfons to 
make propofals for farming the fame, thereby encouraging ftrangers to bid againft the proprietors; 
in confequence of which, not only the faid proprietors were oufted of the poffeffion and manage- 
ment of their eftates, but a great part of the lands fell into the hands of the Banyans, or prin- 
cipal black fervants, of Britifh fubjects, conne&ted with and proteéted by the government: and 
‘that the faid Warren Haftings himfelf has fince declared, that, sy this way, the lands too generally 
fell into thehands.of defperate or knavifh adventurers :—T hat, before the meafure herein before de- 
fcribed was carried info execution, the faid Warren Haftings did eftablith certain fundamental 
regulations in Council, to be obferved in executing.the fame :— That, among thefe regulations, 
it was: {pecially and ftrictly ordered, that no farm fhould exceed the annual amount of one lack 
‘of rupees; and ** that no Pefhcar, Banyan, or other fervant of whatever denomination, of the 
«¢ Collector, or relation or’ dependant of any fuch fervant, fhould be allowed to farm lands, 
« nor direétly or tndirectly to hold a concern in any farm, nor to be fecurity for any farmer :” 
— That, in direct violation of thefe his own regulations, and in ‘breach of the public truft 
repofed in him, and fufficienmtly declared by the manifeft duty of his ftation, if it had not been 
exprefied and inforced by any pofitive inftitution, he, the faid Warren Hatftings, did permit and 
fuffer his own Banyan, or principal black fteward, named Cantoo Baboo, to hold farms in dif- 
ferent pergunnahs, or diftricts, or to be fecurity for farms, to the amount of thirteen lacks of 
rupees [1 30,0001. or upwards] per annum; and that after enjoying the whole of thofe farms 
for two years, he was permitted by the faid Warren Haftings to relinguifh two of them :— 
That, on the fubje&t of the farms held by Cantoo Baboo, the faid Warren Haftings has made 
the following declaration : =¢ Many of his farms were taken without m knowledge, and «Imo 
‘« all againft my advice. I had no right to ufe compulfion or sotholicys nor could I with 
e juftice exclude-him, -becaufe he was my fervant, from a liberty allowed to all other perfons = 
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<< the country.—The farms which he quitted, he quitted by my advice, becaufe I thought that 
<< he might engage himfelf beyond his abilities, and be involved in difputes, which I did not 
< chufe to have come before me as judge of them.’’—T hat the faid declaration contains fundry 
falfe and contradictory aflertions :—That, if almo}? all the faid farms were taken againft his 
advice, it cannot be true that many of them were taken without his knowledge :— T hat, whe- 
ther Cantoo Baboo had been his fervant or not, the faid Warren Haftings was bound by his own 
reculations to prevent his holding any farms to a greater amount than one Jack of rupees per 
annum; and that the faid Cantoo Baboo, being the fervant of the Governor General, was 
excluded by the faid regulations from holding any farms whatever :—That if (as the Directors 
obferve) it was thought dangerous to permit the Banyan of a Colleétor to be concerned in farms, 
the famc or ftronger objections would always lie againft the Governor’s Banyan being fo con- 
cerned :— That the faid Warren Haftings had a right, and was bound by his duty, to prevent 
his fervant from holding the fame :—T hat, in adv kar the faid Cantoo Baboo to relinquifh fome 
of the faid farms, for which he was actually engaged, he has acknowledged an influence over 
his fervant, and has ufed that influence for a purpofe inconfiftent with his duty to the India 
Company, namely, to deprive them of the fecurity of the faid Cantoo Baboo’s sis, gral for 
farms, which on trial he had found not beneficial, or not likely to continue beneficial to him- 
felf; and that if it was improper that he, the faid Warren Haftings, fhould be the judge of any 
difputes in which his fervant might be involved on account of his farms, that reafon ought to 
have obliged him to prevent his fervant from being engaged in any farms whatever, or to have 
advifed his faid fervant to relinquifh the remainder of his farms, as well as thofe which the faid 
Warren Haftings affirms he quitted by his advice :—T hat, on the fubject of the faid charge, 
the Court of Directors of the Eaft India Company have come to the following refolution : 
“<< Refolved, That it appears that the conduct of the late Prefident and Council of Fort William 
<< in Benegal, in fuffer.ug Cantoo Baboo, the prefent Governor General’s Banyan, to hold farms 
€c in c.ffcrent pergunnahs to a large amount, or to be fecurity for fuch farms, contrary to the 
€< tenor and fpirit of the 17th regulation of the Committee of Revenue at Fort William, of 
<< the 14th May, 1772, and afterwards relinquifhing that fecurity without fatisfaction made to 
< the Company, was highly improper, and has been attended with confiderable lofs to the Com- 
<< pany :?—and that, in the whole of this tranfaction, the faid Warren Haftings has been guilty 
of grofs collufion with his fervant, and manifeft breach of truft to his employers :—That, 
whereas it was acknowledged, by the faid Warren Haftings, that the country, in the year 
1770 and 1771, had fuffered great depopulation and’-decay ;—and, that the collections of thofe 
years, having been violently kept up totheir former ftandard, had added to the diftrefs of the 
country,—the fettlement of the revenues made by him for five years, commencing the 1ft of 
May, 1772, inftead of offering any abatement or relief to the inhabitants who furvived the 
famine, held out to the Eaft India Company a promife of great increafe of revenue, to be exacted 
from the country by the means herein before defcribed :— That this fettlement was not realized, 
but fell confiderably fhort, even in the firft of the five years, when the demand was the lighteft 5 
and that, o, the whole of the five years, the real collections fell fhort of the fettlement, to the 
enormous amount of two millions and a half fterling, and upwards :-—That fuch a fettlement 
if it had been, or could have been, rigoroufly exacted from a country already fo diftréfled, and 
from a population fo impaired, that, in the belief of the faid Warren Haftings, it-was impof- 
fible fuch lofs could be recruited in four or five years, would have been ‘in fact, what it ap- 
peared to be in form, an aé& of the moft cruel and tyrannical oppreffion ; but that the real ufe 
made of that unjuft demand upon the natives of Bengal was, to oblige them to compound pri- 
vately with the perfons who formed the fettlement, and who threatened to enforce it :—That 
the enormous balances and remiffions on that fettlement, arofe froma general collufion between 
the farmers and colle€tors, and from a general peculation and embezzlement of the reve- 
nues, by which the Eaft India Company was grofsly impofed on, in the firft inftance, by a 
promifed increafe of revenue; and defrauded, in the fecond, not only by the failure of that 
increafe, but by the revenues falling fhort of what they were in the two years preceding the faid 
fettlement, to a great amount.—'T hat the faid Warren Haftings, being then at the head of the 
government of Bengal, was a party to all the faid impofition, fraud, pcculation, and embezzle- 
ment, and is principally and fpecially anfwerable for the fame; and that whereas fundry proofs 
of the faid peculation and embezzlement were brought before the Court of Directors, the faid 
Directors (in a letter dated the 4th of March, 1778, and figned by William Devaynes and 
Nathaniel Smith, Efquires, now Chairman and Deputy Chairman of the faid Court, and 
Members of this Houfe) did declare that, ** although it was rather their wifh to prevent future 
€c evils, than to enter into a fevere retrofpection of paft abufes, yet, as in fome of the cafes then 
“c before them, they conceived there had been flagrant corruption, and in others great oppref- 
s fions committed on the native inhabitants, they thought it unjuft to fuffer the delinquents 
** to pafs wholly unpunifhed ; and therefore they dire&ted the Governor General and Cowncil 
«c forthwith to commenre a profecution againft the perfons who compofed the Committee of 
ec Circuit, and their reprefentatives, and againft all other proper parties :°—But that the pro- 
fecutions fo ordered by the Court of: mapeo, in the year 1778, have never been brought to 
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trial; and that the faid Warren Haftings did, on the 23d of December, 1783, propofe and carry 
it in Council, that orders fhould be given for withdrawing the faid profecutions ; declaring that 


he was clearly of opinion that there was no ground to maintain them, and that they would oniy 
‘be produdtive of expence tothe Company, and unmerited vexation to the parties. 





PA kK F II. 
"TRHAT the faid Warren Haftings has, on fundry occafions, declared his deliberate opinion 


generally againft all innovations, and particularly in the collećtion and management of the 
revenues of Bengal, that $t he was well aware of the expence and inconvenience which ever attends 
“< innovations of all kinds, on their firft inftitution.—T hat innovations are always attended with 
sc difficulties and inconveniences, and innovations in the revenue with a fufpenfion of the col- 
< le€&tions :—T hat the continual variations in the mode of colleéting the revenue, and the con- 
«c tinual ufurpation on the rights of the people, have fixed in the minds of the ryots a rooted 
<< diftruft of the ordinances of government;’’—That the Court of Direétors have repeatedly de- 
clared their apprehenfions, ** that a fuddentranfition from one mode to another, in the invef- 
“* tigation and colleétion of their revenue, might have alarmed the inhabitants, lefilened ‘their 
< confidence in the Company’s proceedings, and been attended with other evils :’’—That the 
faid Warren Haftinzgs, immediately after his appointment to the government of Fort William, in 
April, 1712 did abolifh the office of Naib Duan, or native Collector of the Revenues, then cx- 
ifting:— That he did, at the fametime, appoint a Committee of the board to go on a Circuit 
through the Provinces, and to form a fettlement of the revenues for five years :—'T hat he did 
then appoint ftundry of the Company’s fervants to have the management of the collections, viz. 
One in each diftri&t, under the title of Col/eéfor :— T hat he did then abolifh the General Board 
of Revenue or Council at Muxadavad, for the following reafons: ** That while the controlling 
<< and executive part of the revenue, and the correfpondence with the Collcétors, was carried on 
<< by a Council at Muxadavad, the Members of the Adminiftration at Calcutta had no oppor- 
‘€€ tunity of acquiringthat thorough and comprehenfive knowled:e, which could only refult from 
‘$© pradtical experience: ‘That the orders of the Court of Directors, which eitablifhed a new tyftem, 
€ which enjoined many new regulations and enquiries, cou'd not properly be delegated toa Sub- 
$6 ordinate Council; and it became abfolutely neceflary, that the bufinefs of the revenue fhould Be 
<c conducted under the immediate obfervation and direétion of the Board.’’—--That, in No- 
‘vwember,1773, the faid Warren Haftings abolifhed the office of Colef?or, and transferred the col- 
lection and management of the revenues, to feveral Councils of Revenue, commonly called 
Provincial Councils :— That, on the 24th of Odétober, 1774, the faid Warren Haftings carne/ly 
orae his advice (to the Governor General and Council then newly appointed by A&t of Par- 
lament) for the continuation of the faid fyfiem of Provincial Councils in all its arts:— T hat the fail 
“Warren Haftings did, on the 22d of April, 1775, tranfmit to the Direćtors a formal plan for the 
future fettlement of the revenues, and did therein declare that, ** with refpećt to the mode of ma- 
<c naging the colle&tion of the revenue, and the adminiftration of juftice, none occurred to him 
sc fo good as the fyftem, which was already eftablifhed, of Provincial Councils :?”—-T hat, 
.on the 18th of January, 1776, the{faid Warren Haftings did tranfmit to the Court of Directors a 
, for the better adminiftration of juftice: That, in this plan, the eftablifhment of the faid 
‘Provincial Councils was fpecialiy provided for and confirmed ; and that Warren fHaftings did 
‘recommend it to the Directors to obtain the fan€lion of Parliament for a confirmation of the faid pian: 
-—That, onthe 30th of April, 1776, the faid Warren Hattings did tranfmit to the Court of 
DireQors the draught or fcheme of an A& of Parliament for the better adminiftration of juftice 
in the Provinces, in which the faid eftablifhment of Provincial Councils is again fosei aliy in- 
cluded, and fpecial jurifdiction affigned to the faid Councils. That the Court of Direćtors, in 
.a letter dated 5th of February, 1777, did give the foilowing inftruction tothe Governor General 
and Council, a majority of whom, viz. Sir John Clavering, Colonel Monfon, and Mr. Francis, 
had difapproved of the plan of Provincial Councils.—** If you are fully convinced that the efta- 
< blifhment of Provincial Councils has not anfwered, nor is not capable of anfwering, the 
“* purpofes intended by fuch inftitutieons, we hereby direct you to form a new plan for the 
æ collection of the revenues, and to tranfmit the fame to us for our confideration.’’—T hat the 
faid Warren Haftings, in contradiction to his own fentiments repeatedly declared, and to his 
own advice repeatedly and deliberately given, and in defiance of the orders of the Direétors, to 
whom he tranfmitted no previous comunication whatever of his intention to abolifh the faid 
Provincial Councils, did, in the beginning of the year 781, again change the whole fyftem 
of the collections of the public revenue of Bengal, as alfo the adminiftration of civil and crimi- 
nal juftice throughout the Provinces.—T hat the faid Warren Haitings, in a letter dated 5th of 
‘May, 1781, advifing the Court of Direétors of the faid changes, has falfely affirmed ‘* that the 
pian.of fuperintending and collecting the public revenue of the Provinces, through the ‘oe 
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<c of Provincial Councils, had been inftituted for the temporary and declared purpofe of intro- 
s ducing another more permanent mode by an eafy and gradual change :—T hat, on the contrary, 
the faid Warren Haftings, from the year 1773 tothe year 1781, has conftantly and uniformly in- 
fifted on the wifdom of that inftitution, and’on the neceffity of never departing from it :— That 
he has, in that time, repeatedly advifed thatthe faid inftitution fhould be confirmed 7m perpetuity 
by an A& of Parliament :— hat the faid total diffolution of the Provincial Councils was not in- 
troduced by any eafy and gradual change, nor by any gradations whatever; but was fudden and 
unprepared, and inftantly accomplifhed by a fingle aét of power: and that the faid Warren 
Haftings, inthe place of the faid Councils, has fubftituted a Committee of Revenue, confiftin 
of four covenanted fervants, on principles oppofite to thofe which he had himfelf profeffed ; an 
with exclufive powers, tending to deprive the Members of the Supreme Council of a due know- 
ledge of, and infpeétion into, the management of the territorial revenues, fpecially and un- 
alienably vetted by the Legiflature in the Governor General and Council, and to veft the fame 
folely and entirely in the faid Warren Haftings.— That the reafons affigned, by the faid Warren 
Haftings, for conftituting the faid Committee of Revenue, are incompatible with thofe which 
he profefled, when he abolifhed the fubordinate Council of Revenue at Muxadavad :— That he 
has invefted the faid Committee, in the fullet manner, with all the powers and authority of the 
Governor General and Council :—T hat he has thereby contracted the whole power and office of the 
Provincial Councils into a {mall compafs, and vefted the fame in four perfons appointed by 
himfelf :—That he has thereby taken the general tranfacétion and cognizance of revenue bufinefs 
out of the Supreme Council :—That the faid Committee are impowered to conduét the current 
bufinefs of the Revenue department, without ‘reference to the Supreme Council, and only re- 
port to the Board fuch extraordinary occurrences, claims, and propofals, as may require the fpecial orders 
of the Board:—That even the inftruction to report to the Board, in extraordinary cafes, is 
nugatory and fallacious, being accompanied with limitations which make it impoffible for the 
faid Board to decide on any queftions whatfoever: fince it isexprefsly provided by the faid W ar- 
ren Haltings, that, ifthe Members of the Committee differ in opinion, itis not expected that every dif- 
Sentient opinion fhould be recorded; confequently the Supreme Council, on any reference to their 
Board, can fee nothing but the refolutions or reafons of the majority of the. Committee, with- 
out the arguments on which the diflentient opinions might be founded ; and fince it is alfo ex- 
prefsly provided by the faid Warren Haftings, that the determination of the majority of the Committee 
Should not therefore be frayed, unlefs it fhould be fo agreed by the majority; that is, that, notwithftanding 
the reference to the Supreme Council, the meafure fhall be executed without waiting for their deci- 
fion.—That the faid Warren Haftings has delivered his opinion, with many arguments to fupport 
the fame, in favour of long leates of the lands, in preference to annual fettlements; that he 
has particularly declared, ‘* that the farmer, who holds his farm for one year only, having no 
c intereft in the next, takes what he can with the hand of rigour, which, even in the execu- 
<c tion of legal claims is often equivalent to violence. He is under the neceffity of bein 
“<< rigid, and even cruel; for what is left in arrear, after the expiration of his power, is at beft. 
& adoubtful debt, if ever recoverable. He will be tempted to exceed the bounds of right, 
<¢ and to augment his income by irregular exactions, and by racking the tenants, for which 
« pretences will not be wanting, where the farms pafs annually from one hand to another. 
That the difcouragements which the tenants feel, from being transferred every year to new 
s landlords, are a great objection to fuch fhort leafes; that they contribute to injure the 
“© cultivation, and difpeople the lands. ‘That, on the contrary, from long farms, the farmer 
€ acquires a permanent intereft in his lands: he will, for his own fake, lay out money in 
*< affifting his tenants, in improving lands already cultivated, and in clearing and cultivatin 
« walte lands.’”?——That neverthelefs the faid Warren Haftings, having left it to the difcretion 
of the Committee of Revenue, appointed by him in 1781, to fix the time for which the 
enfuing fettlement fhould be made; and the faid Committee having declared, that, with refpe@ 
to the period of the leafes in general, it appeared tothe Committee, that to‘limit them to one year would 
-be the bef? period; he, the faid Warren Haftings, approved of that limitation, in manifeft 
contradiétion to all his-‘own arguments, profeflions, and declarations, concerning the fatal 
confequences of annual leafes of the lands :— That, in fo doing, the faid Warren Haftings did 
not hold himfelf bound or reftrained by the orders of the Court of Dire&tors, but aéted upon 
his own difcretion; and that he has, for partial and interefted purpofes, exercifed that dif- 
cretion, in particular inftances, againft his own general fettlement for one year, by granting 
perpetual leafes of farms and Zemindaries to perfons {pecially favoured by him; and particu- 
larly by granting a perpetual! leafe of the Zemindary of Baharbund to his fervant Cantoo Baboo, . 
on very low terms :— That, in all the preceding tranfactions, the faid Warren Haftings did 
aét contrary to his duty, as Governor of Fort William, contrary to the orders of his em- 
ployers, and contrary to his own declared fenfe of expediency, confiftency, and juftice; and 
thereby did harrafs and afflict the inhabitants of the provinces with perpetual changes in the 
íyem and execution of the government placed over them, and with continued innovations 
and exactions againft yne rights of the faid inhabitants; thereby deftroying all fecurity to pri- 
vate property, and all confidence in the good faith, principles, and juftice of the Britifh go- 
vernment 3 
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wernment: and that the faid Warren Haftings, having fubftituted his own inftruments to be 
the managers and collectors of the public revenue, in the manner herein before mentioned, 
did a&t in manifeft breach and defiance of an Actof the 13th of his prefent Majefty, by which 
the ordering and management and government of all the territorial revenues in the kingdoms of Bengal, 
Bahar, and Oriffa, were vefted in the Governor General and Council, without any power of 
delegating the faid truft and duty to any other perfons ; and that by fuch unlawful delegation 
of the powers of the Council to a fubordinate board appointed by himfelf, he, the faid Warren 
Haftings, did in effect unite and veft in his own perfon the ordering, government, and manage- 
ment of all the faid territorial revenues :—And that, for the faid illegal act, he, the faid War- 
ren Haftings, is folely anfwerable, the fame having been propofed and refolved in Council 
when the Governor General and Council confifted of but two perfons prefent ; namely, the 
faid Warren Haftings, and. the late Edward Wheler, Efq. and when confequently the Go- 
vernor General, by virtue of the cafting voice, poffeffed the whole power of the government, 
—That, in all the changes and innovations herein before defcribed, the pretence ufed by the 
faid Warren. Haftings, to recommend and juftify the fame to the Court of Directors, has been, 
that fuch changes and innovations would be attended with increafe of revenue, or diminution 
of expence to the Eaft India Company :—That fuch pretence, if true, would not have been a 
juftification of fuch aéts ; but that fuch pretence is falfe and groundlefs.— That, during the 
adminiftration of the faid Warren Haftings, the territorial revenues have declined; that the 
charges of colleéting the fame have greatly increafed ; and that the faid Warren Haftings, by 
his neglect, mifmanagement, and by a dire&t and intended wafte of the Company’s property, 
is chargeable with and anfwerable for all the faid decline of revenue, and all the faid increafe 
f .expence, 


(No. 16.) 


MISDEMEANORS in OWDE. 


E igs the province of Qwde, and its dependencies, were, before their connection with 
P and fubordination to the Company, in a flourifhing condition with regard to culture, 
commerce, and. population, and their rulers and principal nubility maintained themfelves in 
a ftate of affluence and fplendor; but very fhortly after the period aforefaid, the profperity, 
both of the country and its Chiefs, began fenfibly and rapidiy to decline ; infomuch that the 
revenue of the faid province, which on the loweft eftimation had been found, in the com- 
mencement of the Britifh influence, at upwards of three millions fterling annually (and that 
ample revenue raifed without detriment to the country) did not, in the year 1779, exceed 
the fum. of £,.1,500,000, and in the fubfequent years did fall much fhort of that ium, 
miata the rents were generally advanced, and the country .grievoufly opprefled in order 
to raife it. 


II. 


That in the’aforefaid year, 1779; the demands of the Eaft India Company on'the Nabob 
ef Owde are ftated by Mr. Purling, their Refident at the Court of Owde, to amount to the 
fum. of £.1,360,000 fterling, and: upwards, leaving (upon the fuppofition that the whole 
revenue fhould amount tothe fum of £.1,500,000 fterling; to which it did amount) no more 
than {-Tgo pod: Reeling for the fupport of the dignity of the houfhold and family of the 
Nabob, and for the maintenance.of. his government, as well as for the payment of the public 
debts due within the province. . 


III. 


That by the treaty of Fyzabad,; a regular brigade of the Company’s troops, to be ftationed 


, ün the dominions of the Nabob of Owde, werc- kept up. at the expence of the faid Nabob ; in 
- addition 
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addition to which, a temporary brigade of the fame troops was added to his eftablifhment, 
topéther with feveral detached corps in the Company’s fervice, and a great part of his own 
native troops were put under the command of Britifh officers. 


iV. 


That the expence of the Company’s temporary brigade increafed in the fame year (the year 
ef 1779) upwards of £.8 5,000 fterling above the eftimate ; and the expence of the country 
troops under Britifh officers, in the fame period, increafed upwards of £.40,000 fterling ; 
and in addition to the aforefaid ruinous expences, a Jarge civil eftablifhment was gradually, 
fecretly, and without any authority from the Court of Directors, or record in the books of 
be Council General concerning the fame, formed for the Refident, and another, under Mr. 
Wombwell, an agent for the Company ; as alfo feveral penfions and allowances, in the fame 
fecret and clandeftine manner, were charged on the revenues of the faid Nabob, for the 
benefit of Britifh fubjeéts, befides large occafional gifts to perfons in the Company’s 
fervice., 


YV. 


That in the month of November, 1779, the faid Nabob did reprefent to Mr. Purling, 
the Company’s Refident aforefaid, the diftreffed ftate of his revenues, in the following terms: 
& During three years paft, the expence occafioned by the troops in brigade, and others com- 
<< manded by European officers, has much diftrefled the fupport of my houfhold, infomuch 
‘© that the allowances made to the feraglio and children of the deceafed Nabob have been re- 
<< duced to one fourth of what it had been, upon which they have fubfifted in a very diftrefled 
<< manner for two years pat. The attendants, writers, and fervants, &c. of my court have 
<< received no pay for two years paft ; and there is at prefent no part of the country that can 
<< be allotted to the payment of my father’s private creditors, whofe applications are daily 
<< prefling upon me. All thefe difficulties I have for thefe three years paft ftruggled through, 
‘<< and found this confolation therein, that it was complying with the pleafure of the Honour- 
‘<< able Company, and in the hope that the Supreme Council would make inquiry from impartial 
«c perfons into my diftreffed fituation ; but I am now forced to a reprefentation. From the 
<< great increafe of expence, the revenues were neceffarily farmed out at a high rate; and defi- 
<< ciencies followed yearly. “The country and cultivation is abandoned, and this year in par- 
<< ticular, from the exceffive drought, deductions of many lacks” [ ftated by the Refident, in 
his letter tothe Board of the 12th of the month following, to amount to 25 lack, or £.250,000 
fterling] ‘* have been allowed the farmers, who were ftill left unfatisfied.—I have received 
<c but juft fufficient to fupport my abfolute neceffities, the revenues being deficient to the 
<¢ amount of 15 lack [£.150,000 fterling] and for this reafon many of the old chieftains, 
«< with their troops, and the ufeful attendants of the court, were forced to leave it, and there 
<< is now only a few foot and horfe for the colleétion of my revenues ; and fhould the Zemin- 
<< dars be refractory, there is not left a fufficient number to reduce them to obedience.” And 
the faid Nabob did therefore pray, that the affignments for the new brigade, the corps of 
horfe, and the other detached bodies of the Company’s troops, might not be required from 
him ; alledging, ‘* That the former was not only quite ufelefs to his government, but moreover 
<< the caufe of much lofs both in the revenues and cuftoms; and that the detached bodies of 
< troops, under their European officers, brought nothing but confufion into the affairs of his 
<< covernment, and were entirely their own matters.” 


Vas 


That it appears that the faid Nabob was not bound by any treaty to the maintenance, without 
his confent, even of the old brigade; the Court of Dire¢étors having, in their letter of the rs5th 
December, 1775» approved of keeping the fame in his fervice, <<$ provided it was done with the 
<e free confent of the Soubah, and by no means without it.” And the new brigade, and temporary 
corps, were raifed on the exprefs condition that the expence thereof fhould be charged on the 
N:bob only ‘* for fo long a time as he Should require the corps for his fervice.””’ And the Court of 
Direétors exprefs to the Governor General and Council their fenfe of the faid agreement in the 
following terms: ** But if you intend to exert your influence, firft to induce the Vizier to 
<< acquicfce in your propofal, and afterwards to compel him to keep the troops in his pay during 
< your pleafure, your intents are unjuf?; and a corre/pondent conduc? would reflec? great difhonour on 
es the Company.” 


Pp VII. That 
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That in anfwer to the decent and humble reprefentation aforefaid of the INabob of Owde, the 
allegations of which, fo far as they relate to the diftrefled flate of the Nabob’s finances, and 
his total inability to difcharge the demands made on him, were conhrmed by the tcitimony of 
the Englith Refident at Owde, and which the faid Haitings did not deny, in the whole or in 
any part thereof, he, the faid Warren Haftings did, on pretence of ce:taia political danger», 
declare the relief defired, to be ** without helitation totally inadmiffible ;”? and did fuifety and 
malicioufly infinuate, ‘* that the zone in which the demands of the Nabob were afferted, and 
<< the feafon in which they were made, did give caufe for the moft alarming fufpicions.” Awd 
the faid Warren Haftings did, in a letter to the Nabob aforefaid, written in haughty and info- 
lent language ; and without taking any notice of the diftrefles of the faid Nabob, ailedged and 
verified as before recited, ‘‘ require and infift upon your [the Nabob’s] granting tuncaws 
‘* [affignments] for the full amount of their [the Company’s] demands upon you for the cur- 
€ rent year, and on your referving funds fufficient to anfwer them, even /hould the defictencies of 
<c your revenues compel you to leave your own troops unprovided for, or to difband a part of them, t3 

‘$6 enable you to efect it.” 


VIII. 


That in a letter, written at the fame time to the Refident Purling, and intended for his 
dire&tions in enforcing on the Nabob the unjuft demands aforefaid, the faid Warren Haftings 
hath afferted, in direét contradiction to the treaties fubfiftinz between the faid Nabob and the 
Company, śś that he [the Nabob] ftands engaged to our government to maintain the Engliff 
<¢ armies, which, at his own requeft, have been formed for the protection of his dominions ; 
<< and that it is our part, and not his, to judge and determine in what manner and et what time 
<c thefe fhall be reduced and withdrawn.” And in a minute of confultation, when the aforefaid 
meafure was propofed by the faid Haftings to the Supreme Council, he did affirm and maintain, 
that the troops aforefaid ‘* had now no /eparate or diltinét exiftence from ours, and may be 
<< properly faid to confift of our whole military eftablifhment, with the exception only of our 
«© European infantry; and that they could not be withdrawi without impofing on tie Com- 
“€ pany the additional burthen of them, or difbanding nine battalions of difciplined fepoys, and 
& three regiments of horfe.”’ 


IX. 


That in the minute of confultation aforefaid, he [the faid Warren Baftings] hath further, 
in juftification of the violent and arbitrary proceedings afor»ı .d, aflerted, ** that the arrange- 
s ment of meafures between the Brit.fh government a: d their allies, th: native powers of 
«c India, muft, in cafe of Jitagr-enient about the necvility thereof, be decided by the sti onge/t ;”” 
and hath thereby advanced a dart gerou: and moft indecenr!y-exprefled j-ofition, fubverfivy of 
the rights of allies, and tending to voiced war and contufion, inftead «©! cordial y and co- 
operation amongit them, andt. -icftroy all c rfidenee ot the Princes ot India in ine faith and 
juftice of the Englifb nation: Asd he iaid H ‘tings having further, inthe + .ovie af>refaid, 


prcfumed to threaten to ‘* bring to punifrme it, sf my infir ece [ints the fari Hw ings’s influ- 
<< ence] can produce that eff. ct, tije sneendizries wno wave endeavoured to m -ke then ives the 
<< intruments of divifion between us,” hath, as far asia bim ley, ofte ..' the perfor vance 
of one of the moft effent:a' duties of a Prince, engaged in -n unaeqgua s = hong 
ftate—that of reprefenting the grievances of h's fubjvéts te that mero pores . fice, os whole 
acts they fuffer; leaving thereby the governing power in total ignorance... .csfiecis of its 


own meafures, and to the cpprefled people no other choice than the alternative of an unqualifiec 
fubmiffion, or a refiftance productive of confequences more fatal. 


X. 


That all relief being denied to the Nabob, in the manner and on the grounds aforefaid, the 
demands of the Company on the faid Nabob in the year following, that is tọ fay, in the year 
1780, did amount to the enormous fum of 1,400,000l. fterling, and the diftrels of the pro- 
vince did rapidly increafe. 


XI. 


That the Nabob, on the 24th of February of the fame year, did again write to the Governor 
General, the faid Warren Hattings, a letter, in which he exprefled his conftant triendfhip to 
the Company, and his fubmiffion and obedience to their orders ; and afferting, that he had not 
troubled them with any of his difficulties, trufting they would learn them from other quarters, 

and 
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and that he fhould be relieved by their friendfhip: ‘* But (he fays) when the knife had pene- 


“< trated to the bone, and I was furrounded with fuch heavy diftreflés, that I could no longer live 
“* in expectations, I then wrote an account of my difficulties. The Anfwer I have received 
% to it is fuch, that it has given me inexpreffible grief and affli€tion. I never had the leaft 
*< idea or expectation from you and the Council, that you would have given your orders in fo 
s: affiicting a manner, in which you never before wrote, and I could never have imagined. I have 
** delivered up all my private papers to him [the Refident] that after examining my receipts and 
€% expences, he may take whatever remains. ‘That as I know it to be my duty to fatisfy you 
s [the Company and Council] I have not failed to obey in ‘any inftance; but réquefted of him 
% that it might be done fo as not to diftrefs me in my neceffary expences. “There being no 
t% other funds but thofe for the expences of my mutfeddies [clerks and accountants] houfehold 
£ expences, and fervants, &c. he demanded thefe in fuch a manner, that, being remedilefs, 
s I was obliged to comply with what he required. He has accordingly ftopped the pen/fions of 
“© my old fervants for thirty years, whether fepoys [ foldiers\ mutfeddies [ fecretaries and accountants] 
“* or houfeho'd fervants, and the expences of my family and kitchen, together with the jaghires of my 
‘< grandmother, mother, and aunts, and of my brothers and dependants, which were for their 


<< fupport.” 
XII. 


That in anfwer to the letter aforefaid, the Refident received from the faid Warren Hattings 
and Council an order to perfevere in the demand to its fulleft extent, that is to fay, to the 
amount of 1,400,000l. fterling. 


XIII. 


That on the r5th of May the Nabob replied, complaining, in an humble and fuppliant man- 
ner, of his diftreffed fituation, that he had at firit oppofed the affigning to the ufe of the 
Company the eftates of his mother, of his grandmother, of one of his uncles, and of the fons 
of another; but that, in obedience to the injunctions of the Gentlemen of the Council, it 
had been done, to the amount, on the whole, of 80,0001. fterling a year, or thereabouts : 
‘That whatever effe&ts were in the country, with even his table, his animals, and the falaries 
of h:s fervants, were granted in aflignments: that befides thefe, if they were refolved again to 
compel him to give up the eftates of his parents and relations, which were granted them for 
the:: n:aintenance, they were at the Company’s difpofal; faying, << If the Council have 
“* diect.d you to attach them, do it: in the country no further fources remain. I have 





“enue mors; for I have not a fubfiftence. Flow long fhall I dwell upon my misfor- 
SS Strata as 
XIV. 
That the truth af the faid remonftrances was not difputed, nor the tone in which they were 
Wai ini suns facies or the fame being fubmiffive, and even abje&, though the caufe (his dif- 
trefics w sb. -* | a Haftings, in a great degree, and in terms the moft offenfive, attributed 


to the Nabob nia....f,; but no relief was given, and the fame.unwarrantable eftablifhments, 
maintained at the fame ruinous expence, were kept up. 


XV. 


That the faid Warren Haftings, having confidered as incendiaries thofe who advifed the remon- 
{trances aforefaid, and to prevent the fame in future having denounced vengeance on thòfe con- 
cerned therein, did, for the purpofe of keeping in his own power all reprefentations of the ftate 
of the Court and Country aforefaid, and to fubjeét both the one and the other to his own arbi- 
trary wiil, and to draw to himfelf and to his creatures the management of the Nabob’s revenues, 
in defiance of the orders of the Court of Direétors, a fecond time recall Mr. Briftow, the 
Compu.ny’s Refident, from the Court of Owde ; having once before recalled him, as the faid 
Directors exprefs themfelves, ‘* without the fhadow of a charge being exhibited againft him ;”” 
and having, on the occafion and time now ftated, produced no fpecific charge againit the faid 
Refident ;—and he the faid Haftings did appoint Nathaniel Middleton, Efquire, to fucceed him, 
> being his declared principle, that he muft have a perfon of #is own confidence in thar 

ituation. 


XVI. 


That the faid Warren Haftings, after he had refufed all relief to the diftrefles of the Nabob, 


in the manner aforefaic, and had defcribed thofe who advifed the reprefentation of the idee 
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of Owde as incendiaries, did himfelf, in a minute of the 21ft May, 1781, defcribe that Province 
<< as fallen into a itate of great diforder and confufion, and its refources in an extraordinary 
« degree diminifhed ;” and did ftate, that his prefence in the faid Province was requefted b 
the Nabob; and that unlefs fome effectual meafures were taken for his relief, he [the Nabob ] 
muft be under the ncceffity of leaving his counts and coming down to Calcutta, to reprefent 
the fituation of his government. And Mr. Wheler did declare, that the Governor General’s 
reprefentation of the ftate of that Province ** was but too weli founded ; and was convinced 
«c that it would require his utmoft abilities and powers, applied and exercifed on the fpot, to 
-S€ ref{tore it to its former good order and affluence.”’ 


XVII. 


That the faid Warren Haftings, in confequence of the minute aforefaid, did grant to himfelf, 
and did procure the confent of his only colleague. Edward W heler, Efquire, to a Commiffion 
or Delegation, with powers ‘* to affift the Nabob Vizier, in forming fuch regulations as may be 
<< neceffary for the peace and good order of his government, the improvement of his revenue, 
<< and the adjuftment of the mutual concerns fubfifting between him and the Company.’’— 
And in the faid Commiffion or Delegation he, the faid Warren Haftings, did caufe to be inferted 
certain powers and provifions, of a new and dangerous nature; (that is to fay) reciting the 
bufinefs before mentioned, he did convey to himfelf ‘* fuch authority to enforce the fame, as the 
<c Governor General and Council might or could exercife, on occafions in which they could be warranted 
“© to exercife the fame ; and to form and conclude fuch feveral engagements or treatics with the 
« Nabob Vizier, the Government of Barar, and with any Chiefs or Powers of Indofian, as 
<< þe fhould judge expedient and neceffary.”? “Towards the conclufion of the A& or Inftrument 
aforefaid are the words following; viz. ‘* It is hereby declared, that all fuch aéts, and all fuch 
<< engagements or treaties aforefaid, fhall be binding on the Governor General and Council in 
sce the fame manner, and qs | fiii as if they had been done and paffed by the Specific and imme- 
*S¢ diate concurrence and aétual junétion of the Governor General and Council, in Council affembled.”” 
And the faid powers were, by the faid Warren Haitings, given by himfelf and the faid W heler, 
sunder the feal of the Company, on the 3d July, 1781. 


XVIII. 


That the faid Commifiion, delegating to him, th: faid Warren Haftings, the whole fun@tions 
_-of the Council, is deitructive to the conftitution thereof; and is -contrary to the Company’s 
Standing orders ; and is illegal. 


XIX. 


“That in virtue of thofe powers, and the illegal telegation aforefaid, the faid Warren Haftings, 
-after he had finifhed his bufinefs at Benares, did procure a meet:ng with the Nabob of Owde, at 
a place called Chunar, upon the confines of the country of Benares, and did the'e enter into a 
treaty, or pretended treaty, with the faid Nabob; one part of which the faid Warren Haftings 
did pretend was drawn up from a feries of requifitions prefented to him by the Nabob, but 
which requifitions, or any copy thereof, or of any other material document relative thereto, he 
did not at the time tranfmit to the Prefidency; the faid Warren Haftings informing Mr. W heler, 
that the Refident, Middleton, had taken the authentic papers relative to this tranfaction with kim 
to Lucknow: And it does not appear that the faid Warren Haftings did ever reclaim the f2id 
papers, in order to record them at.the Prefidency, to be tranfmitted to the Court of Directors, 
as it was his duty to do. 


XX. 


That the purport of certain articles of the faid treaty, on the part of the Company, was, 
‘that in confideration of the Nabob’s inability (which in-bility the preamble of the treaty afferts 
to have been ‘‘ repeatedly and urgently reprefented’’) to fupport the expences of the temporary 
brigade, and of three regiments of cavalry, and alfo of the Britith officers, with their battalions, 
and of other Gentlemen, who were then paid by him, the feveral corps aforefaid, and the other 
Gentlemen (with the exception of the Refident’s office, then on the Nabob’s lifi, and a regiment 
of Sepoys for the Refident’s guard) fhould, after a term of two and a half months, be no longer 
at his [the Nabob’s] charge.—‘* The true meaning of this being, that no more troops than 
“© one brigade, and the pay and allowances of a.regiment of Sepoys”’ (as aforefaid to the Refident) 
amounting in the whole to fp; 3422000 a year, fhould be paid by the Nabob. And that xo 
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officers, troops, or-others, fho e put upon the Nabob’s eftablifbment, exclufive of thofe in the faid 
-&reaty ftipulated. 


XXI. That 
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XXI. 


That the faid Warren Haftings did defend and juftify the faid articles, in which the troops 
aforefaid were to be removed from the Nabob’s eftablifhment, by declaring as follows: ‘* That 
«c the actual difburfements to thofe troops had fallen upon sur own funds, and that we fupport a 
<< body of troops, eftablifhed /olely for the defence of the Nabob’s poffeffions, at our own ex- 
“<< tence. It is true, we charge the Nabob with this expence; but the large balance already 
<< due from him fhews too juftly the little profpecét there was of difengaging ourfelves from a 
“ burthen which was daily adding to our diftrefles, and muit foon become in/upportable, although 
« it were granted that the Nabob’s debt, then fuffered to accumulate, might at Jome future 
<c period be liquidated; and that this meafure would fubftantially effect an inftant relief to the 
<¢ pecuniary diftreffes of the Company.’’ : 


XXII. 


That Nathaniel Middleton, the Refident, did alfo declare, that he would at all times teftify, 
< that upon the plan of the foregoing years, the receipts from the Nabob were only a de- 
< ception, and not an advantage, but an injury to the Company ;’’ and <‘ that a remiffion to the 
« Nabob, of this in/ufferable burthen, was a profit to the Company.” And the faid Haftings 
did affert, that the force of the Company was not leflened by withdrawing the temporary 
troops ; although (when it fuited the purpofe of the faid Haftings, in denying juft relief to the 
diftrefies of the faid Nabob of Owde) he had not fcrupled to affert the direét contrary of the 
pofitions by him maintained in juftification of the treaty of Chunar, having, in his minute 
aforefaid, of the 15th of December, 1779, afferted, ‘* that thefe troops” [the troops main- 
tained by the Nabob of Owde] ‘* had no /eparate or diftiné? exifience, and may be properly 
& faid to confift of our whole military eftablifhment, with the exception only of our European 
« infantry; and that they could not be withdrawn, without imprfing on the Company the addi- 
<+ tional burthen of their expence, or difbanding nine battalions of difciplined Scpoys, and three 
& regiments of horfe.’’ 


XXIII. 


That he, the faid Warren Haftings, in juftification of his agreement to withdraw the 
troops aforefaid from the territories and pay of the Nabob of Owde, did further declare, 
&. that he hzd becn too much accuftomed to the tales of hoftile preparation, and impending in- 
& vafions, againft all the evidence of political probability, to-regard them as any other than 
*< phantoms, raifed for the purpofe of perpetuating or multiplying commands ;’’ and he did 
truft ‘* all ideas of danger from the neighbouring powers was altogether vifionary ; and that, 
<< even if they had been better founded, this mode of anticipating poffible evils would be more 
*<- mifchievous than any thing they kad reafon to apprehend,’’ aa that the internal ftate-of the 
Nabob’s dominions did not require the continuance of the faid troops; and that the Niabob, 
“<< wh-fe concern it was, and mot ours,’ did affirm the fame, ‘notwithftanding he, the faid 
Haftings, had before, in anfwer to the humble fupplications of the Nabob,-afferted, that <«« fz 
& was our part, and not his, to judge and determine in what manner, and at ‘what time, they 
«<< fhould be reduced or withdrawn.’’ | 


XXIV. 


That the faid Warren Haftings, in fupport of his meafure òf withdrawing -the faid brigade, 
and other troops, did alfo reprefent. that ‘* the remote {tations of thofe troops, placing the 
« Commanding Officers beyond the notice and controul of the Board, afforded too much 
"** opportunity and temptation for unwarrantable emoluments, and excited the contagion of pe- 

culation and rapacity throughout the whole army; and as an inftance thereof,, that a Court 
s% Martial, compofed of Officers of rank and_refpectable chara&ters, unanimoufly and 

honourably, ‘*-moft honourably,” acquitted an Officer upon an acknowledged faé&t, which 
in times of ftricter difcipline would have been deemed a çrime deferving the fevercft 
<< punifhment. 


XXV. 


That the faid Warren Haftings having in the letter aforefaid contradicted all the grounds 
and reafons by him affigned for keeping up the aforefaid eftablifhment, and having declared his 
own conviétion, that the whole was a-fallacy and impofition, and a detriment ta the Company 
inftcad of a benefit, sircumitances (if they are true) which he might and ought to have 
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well known, .was guilty of an high crime and mifdemeanour, in carrying on the impofture 
and delufion aforefaid, and in.continuing an infupportable burthen and grievance upon the 
Nabob, for feveral years, without attending to his repeated fupplications to be relieved there- 
from, to the utter ruin of his country, and to the deftruction of the difcipline of the Britifh 
troops, by diffufing among them a general fpirit of peculation ; and the faid Haftings hath com- 
mitted a: grievous offence in upholding the fame pernicious fyftem, until by his own con- 
feffion and declaration, in his minute of the 21ft of May,.1781, ‘%* the evils had grown to fo 
«c great an height, that exertions will be required more powerful than can be made through the 
<c delegated authority of the Servants of the Company now in the Province; and that he was 
«< far from fanguine in his expectations, that even his own endeavours would be attended with 


€c much fuccefs. ia 


XXVI. 


That at ‘the time of making the faid treaty, and. at the time when, under colour cf the 
diftrefs of the Nahob of Owde, and the failure of all. other means for his relief, he the faid 
Haftings broke the Company’s faith with the parents of the Nabob, and firft encouraged, and 
afterwards compelled. him to defpoil them.of their landed eftates, money, jewels, and :+houfehold: 
goods; and while the faid Nabob continued heavily in debt to the Company, he the faid 
Warren Haftings did, ‘* without hefitation,’’ accept of, and receive from, the Nabob-of Owde, 
and his Minifters (who are notorioufly known to be not only under his influence, but under 
his abfolute command).a bribe, or unlawful gift or prefent, of One Hundred Thoufand Pounds 
f{terling,..and upwards: That even if the faid pretended gift could be.fuppofed to be voluntary, 
it was contrary to the exprefs provifton of the regulating Act of the 13th year of his Majefty’s 
reign, prohibiting the receipt of all prefents upon any pretence whatfoever, and contrary to his 
own fenfe of the true intent and meaning of the faid Act, declared upon a fimilar but not fo 
ftrong a cafe; that is, where the fervice done, and the prefent offered in return for it, had taken 
place before the promulgation of the above laws in India ; on that occafion he declared, ** that 
< the exclufion, by an Act. of Parliament, admitted of nao abatement or evafion, wherever. its 
& authority extended.”’ i 


XXV II. 


“That the faid Warren Haftings, confiding in an intereft whith he fuppofed himfelf to-have 
formed in the Eaft India Houfe, did endeavour to prevail on the Court of Directors to violate 
‘the faid Act, and to fuffer him to appropriate the money, fo illegally accepted by him,. to his 
Own profit, as a reward for. his fervices. 


CXXVIII. 


"That the faid Warren Háftings-has fince declared to the Court of Bireétors, that when 
fortune threw a fum in his way (meaning the fum of money above mentioned) of a magnitude 
which could not be concealed, he chofe to apprexc his cmployers of at 3 thereby confeiling, that but 
for the magnitude of the fame rendering it difficult to be concealed, he never would have dif- 
covered it to them. And the faid unlawful prefcent being received at the time when, for reafons 
direétly contradiGtory to all his former recorded declsrations, he did agree to remove the aforefaid 
troops from the Nabob’s dominions, and to recall the penfioners aforcfaid, it muft be prefumed, 
that he did not agree to give the relief (which he had before fo obtltinately refufed) upon the 
grounds and motives of. juftice, policy, or humanity, but ‘to confideration cf the fum of money 
aforefaid, which ina time of fuch extreme diftref« m the INNabob’s affairs could not be r..tionally 
given, except for thofe and other con¢effions, ftipulated for in the faid treaty, but which. had 
an. former accafions heen refufed, 


XXIX. 


That notwithftanding his the faid Warren Haftings’s receipt-of the prefent of £. 100,000 as 
aforefaid, he did violate every one of the -{tipulations in the faid treaty contained, and par- 
ticularly he did continue in the country, and in the fervice of the Nabob of Owde, thofe 
‘troops which he had fọ recently ftipulated to withdraw from his.country, and to take from his 
eftablifhment ; for upon the 24th of December. fpllowing, he did order the temporary brigade, 
making ro battalions of 500 men each, to be again put on the.Vizier’s lift; although he had 
recently informed the Court of Direétors,. through Edward W heler, Efq. that any benefit tobe 
derived from the Nabob’s paying that brigade, was a fallacy and a deception, and that the fame 
was a.charge upon the Company, and not an. alleviation of its diftreffes, as well as an in/up- 

portable 
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portable burthen to the Nabob. ‘Thus having, within a fhort fpace of time, twice contradifted. 
himfelf, both in declaration and in conduét. 


XXX. 


That this meafure, in direct violation of a treaty of not three months duration, was fo in- 
judicious, that, in the opinion of the Affiftant Refident, Johnfon, ‘* nothing lefs than blows 
“© could cffeét it.” He the faid Refident further adding, ‘‘ that the Nabob was not even able 
<< to pay off the arrears ftill duc to it [the New Brigade]; and that the troops being al in 
« arrears, and no poflibility of prefent payment, fo large a body aflembled here [viz. at 
« Lucknow] without any means to check and controul them, nothing but diforder could 
« follow. As one proof that the Nabob is as badly off for funds as we are, I may inform 
« you, that his cavalry rofe this day upon him, and went all armed to the palace, to demand 
& from-13 to 18 months arrears, and were with great difficulty perfuaded to retire, which 
was probably more effeéted by a body of troops getting under arms to go againft them, 
& than any other confideration.’? But the letter of Warren Haftings, Efq; of the 24th of 
December, giving the above orders for the infra€tion of the treaty, and to which the letter, 


from whence the foregoing extracts are taken, is an anfwer, doth not appear, any otherwife 
than as the fame is recited in the faid anfwer. 


XXXI. 


Sc 


That, notwithftanding the diforders and deficiencies in the revenue aforefaid had continued 
and increafed, and that three very large balances had accumulated, the faid Warren Haftings 
did caufe the Preafury accounts at Calcutta to be examined and {fcrutinized, and an account 
of another arrear, .compofed of various articles, pretended to have accumulated during feven 
years previous to the year 1779 (the articles compofing which, if they had been juft, ought 
to have been charged at the times they feverally became due) was fent. to the Refident, and 
payment thereof demanded, to the amount of /.260,000 fterling ; which unexpeéted demand, 
in fo diitrefled a fituation, did nota little embarrafs the Nabob. But whilft he, and his Mi- 
nifters, were examining into the faid unexpeéted demand, another, and fifth balance, made up 
of fimilar forgotten articles, was demanded, to the amount of £ 140,000 fterling more. 
Which faid two laft demands did fo terrify and confound the Nabob, and his Minifters, that 


they declared that the Refident ‘* might at once take the country, fince juftice was out of the 
€c : >» 
qucttion. 


XXXII. 


That the faid Haftings, in order to add to the confufien, perplexity, and diftrefs of the 
Wabob’s affairs, did fend to his Court (in which he had already a Refident and affiftant Refident) 
two fecret Agents, Major Palmer, and Major Davy, and did inftruét Major Palmer to make 
a varicty of new claims, one of a loan to the Company of £.600,000 {fterling, alth h he 
well knew the Nabob was himfelf heavily in arrear to the Company, and was utterly onetie to 
difcharge the fame, as well as in arrear to his own troops, and to many individuals, and that he 
borrowed (when he could at all borrow) at an intereft of near thirty per cent. “To this demand 
was added a new bribe or unlawful prefent to himfelf to the amount of £.100,000 fterling, 
which he did not refufe as unlawful, and of evil example, but as indelicate in the Naboh’s 
prefent fituation ; and did,.as if the fame was his own property, prefume to difpofe of it, and 
to defire the transfer of it, as of his own bounty, to the Company his Mafters. “To this fecond 
demand, he, the faid Haftings, added a third demand of £.120,000 fterling, for four additional 
regiments on the Nabob’s liit, after he had folemnly engaged to take off the ten with which it 
had been burthened ; the whole of the claims, through his private Agent aforefaid, making 
the fum of £.820,000 fterling. 


XXXIII. 


That the demands, claims, &c. made by the faid Warren Haftings upon the government of 
Owde, in that year, amounted to the enormous fum of £ 2,530,000 fterling, which (joined to 
the arrears to troops, and fome internal failures, amounting to £ . 255,000 fterling more) the 
whole charge arofe to {. 2,785,000 fterling, which was confiderably more than double the net 
produce of the Nabob’s revenue, the fame only amounting to £.1,450,000 ** nominal revenue, 
“ never completely realized.” 


XXXIV. That, 
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XXXIV. 


That, towards providing for thefe extravagant demands, he the faid Warren Haftings did 
dire&t and authorize another breach of the public faith, given in the treaty of Chunar. For 
whereas, by the fecond Article of the treaty aforefaid, it- was left to the Nabob’s difcretion, 
whether or not he fhould refume the landed eftates, called Jaghires, within his dominions ; and 
notwithftanding the faid Haftings, in defence of the faid Article, did declare, that the Nabob 
fhould be left to the cxercife of his own authority and pleafure refpecting them, yet he the faid 
Haftings did authorize a violent compulfion to be ufed towards the faid Nabob, for accomplith- 
ing an univerfal confifcation of that fpecies of landed property; and in fo doing he did alfo 
compel the Nabeb to break his faith with all the landholders of that defcription, not only in 
violating the affurance of his own original grants, but his aflurance recently given, when bcirig 
_prefied by the Company, he [the Nabob] had made a temporary feizure of the profits of the 
Jands aforefaid,.in the manner of a compulfory loan, for the re payment of which he gave his 
bonds and obligations; and although he had at the fame time folemnly pledged his faith, that he 
never would again. refort to.the like opprefflive meafure, yet he the faid Warren Haftings did 
:caufe him to be compelled to confifcate the eftates of at leaft fixty-feven of the principal perfons 
of his country, comprehending therein his own neareft relations, and the ancient friends and 
dependants of his family: The annual value of the faid eftates thus confifcated, amounting to 


£-435,000 fterling, or thereabouts, upon an old valuation, but ftated by the Refident Middleton 
as being found to yield confiderably more. 


XXXV. 


That the violent and unjuft meafure aforefaid, fubverfive of property, utterly deftructive of 
feveral ancient and confiderable families, and moft difhonourable to the Britifh government, 
did produce an univerfal difcontent, and the greateft confufion throughout the whole country.; 
the faid confifcated lands being on this occafion put to ra:k rents, and the people grievoufly 
oppreffed. And to prevent a poffibility of redrefs, at leaft for a confiderable time, the faid 
‘confifcated eftates were mortgaged (it appearing otherwife impracticable to make an approach 
towards fatisfying the exorbitant demands of.the faid Haftings) for a great fum, to certain 
ufurious bankers or money dealers at .Benares. 


AXXVI, 


That befides thefe enormous demands, which were in part made for the fupport of feveral 
corps of troops under Britifh officers, which, by the treaty of Chunar, ought to have been 
removed, very large extra charges, not belonging to the military lift of the faid Nabob, and 
feveral civil charges and penfions were continued, and others newly put on, fince-the treaty of 
Chunar; namely, an allowance to Sir. Eyre Coote of 15,554 rupees per month (being upwards 
of £- 18,664 iterling a year) and an allowance to Trevor Wheler, Efquire, of 5,000 rupees 
per month (or £ 6,000 fterling, and upwards, a year) and the whole of the fettled charges, 
not of a military nature, to Britiíh fubjects, did amount to little lefs than £. 140,009 yearly ; 
and if other allowances, not included in the eftimate,. were added, would greatly exceed that 
fum, befides much more which may juftly be fufpeéted to have been, paid, no part whereof had 
at that time been. brought forward to any public account. 


XXXVII. 


That the Commander of one òf thefe corps, of whofe burthen the faid Nabob did complain, 
was Lieut. Colonel Alexander Hannay, who did:farm the revenues of certain diftri&@s, called 
Baraitch and Gorachpore, which the faid Haftings, in the 9th Article of his inftru&tions to Mr. 
Briftow, did eftimate at 23 lacks of rupees, or ra 230,000 per annum ; but under his, the faid 
Hannay’s management, the collections did very greatly decline ; complaints were made that the 
countries aforefaid were harrafled and opprefled, and the fame did fall into confufion—and, at 
laft, the inhabitants broke out into a general rebellion. 


te oe V ELT. 


‘That the far greater part of the faid heavy lift was authorized or ordered, by him the faid 
Warren Haftings, for the purpofe of extending his own corrupt influence. For it doth appear, 
that at the time when he did pretend, in conformity to the treaty of Chunar aforefaid, to 
remove the Company’s fervants, ‘* czvi/ and military, from the Court and fervice of the Vizier,” 
he did affert, that he thereby did ** diminifh his own influence, as well as that of his colleagues, 


by 
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€c by narrowing the line of patronage ;’? which proves, that the offices, penfions, and other 
emoluments aforefaid, in Owde, were of zs patronage, as his patronage could not be diminifhed 
by taking away the faid offices, &c. unlefs the fame had been fubftantially of his gift; and he 
did, at the time of the pretended reformation aforefaid, exprefs both his knowledge of the 
exiftence of the faid exceffive and abufive eftablifhments, and his fenfe of his duty in taking 
them away; for in agreeing to the article in the treaty of Chunar, for abolithing the faid efta- 
blifhments, he did declare himfelf ** actuated folely by motives of suffice to the Nabob, and a 
< regard to the honour of our national charaéer ;’? and according to his own reprefentation, the 
faid fervants of the Company, civil and military, ‘* by their numbers, their influence, and the 
“© enormous amount of their falaries, penfions, and emoluments, were an intolerable burthen on 
s the revenues and authority of the Vizier; and expofed us to the envy and refentment of the 
«c whole country, by excluding the native fervants and adherents of the Vizier from the rewards 
& of their fervices and attachment.”’ 


XX XIX. 


‘That the revenue of the country being anticipated, mortgaged, and dilapidated by the coun- 
fel, concurrence, connivance and influence, and often by the direct order of the Did W arren 
Haftings, the whole civil government, magiftracy, and adminiftration of juftice, gradually de- 
clined, and at length totally ceafed, through the whole of the vaft provinces whigh compofe the 
Territory of Owde; and no power was vilible therein, but that of the Farmers of the Revenue, 
attended by bodies of troops to enforce the colleétions: infomuch that robberies, aflaffina- 
tions, and acts of every defcription of outrage and violence, were perpetrated with impunity ; 
and even in the capital City of Lucknow, the feat of the Sovereign Power, there was no Court 
of Juftice whatever to take cognizance of offences. 


XL. 


‘That the faid Warren Haftings, when he did interfere in the Government of Owde, was 
obliged by his duty to interfere for the good purpofes of Government, and not merely for the 
purpofe of extorting money therefrom, and enriching his own dependants, which latter purpofe 
alone he did effeét in the manner before mentioned, but not one of the former. For the faid 
Haftings having procured the extraordinary powers given by and to himfelf by his delegation 
of the 3d of July, 1781, did declare the fame to be for the purpofe, among many others ‘** of 
<< affifting the Nabob Vizier in forming fuch regulations as may be neceffary for the peace and 
< good order of his Government, and the improvement of his Revenue.” And in confequence 
of the faid powers the faid Warren Haftings did, in the treaty of Chunar, obtain an article 
from the Nabob, by which the faid Nabob did promife to attend to his advice in the reformation 
of his civil adminiftration ; and he did give certain inftructions to the Refident Middleton, to 
which he did require him to yield the mof? implicit obedience; and did in one article thereof 
diret him to urge the Nabob to endeavour gradually, if it could not be done at once, to 
eftablifli Courts of Adawlet [ Juftice] and that the Darogas [Chief Criminal Magittrates] Mou- 
labies [Confulting or Affiftant Lawyers] and other officers, fhould be felecéted by the Minifters, 
with his, the Refident?’s concurrence: And afterwards, in his inftructions to the Refident 
Briftow, defiring him to purfue the fame object, he declared his opinion, “* that the want of 
<< fuch Courts, and the extreme licentioufnefs occafioned thereby, is one of the moft difreputable 
«c defe&ts in his Highnefs the Nabob’s Government. And that while they do not exift, every 
< man knows the hazard which he incurs in lending his money.” But he did give him, the 
faid Refident, no pofitive inftruétion concerning the fame, fuppofing the eftablifhment 
of fuch Courts a matter of difficulty; and did therefore leave him a latitude in his pro- 
ceedings therein. 


XLI. 


That the faid Refident Briftow did, however, in conformity to the faid inftructions, at laft 
given with fuch latitude, endeavour to prevail on the faid Minifter gradually tọ introduce 
Courts of Juftice for the cognizance of crimes, by beginning to eftablifh a Criminal Court 
under a native Judge, to judge according to the Mahomedan law in the city of Lucknow. 
But Hyder Beg Khan, a Minifter of the faid Warren Haftings’s nomination, and folely de- 
pendent upon him, did elude and obftruct, and in the end totally defeat the eftablifhment of 
the fame. 


XLII. 


That the obftruétion aforefaid, and the evil confequences thereof, were duly reprefented to 
the faid Haftings; and though the faid Haftings had made it in the fourth article of a criminal 
Re charge 
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charge againft the Refident Middleton, ‘“¢ that he did not report to the Governor Generai, or 
** to the Board, the progrefs which he had made from time to time in his endeavours to 
* comply with his inftructions; and that, if he met with any impediments in the execution 
< of them, he had omitted to ftate thofe impediments, and to apply for frefh orders upon 
** them ;’’—-yet he the faid Haftings did give no manner of fupport to the Refident Briftow 
againft the faid Hyder Beg Khan, and did not even anfwer feveral of his letters, the faid Brif- 
tow’s letters, ftating the faid impediments, or take any notice of his remonftrances; but did 
at length revoke his own inftructions, declaring that he, the faid. Refident, fhould not 
prefume to act upon the fame; and yet did not furnifh him with any others upon which he 
might act, but did uphold the faid Hyder Beg Khan in the obftruction by him given to the 
performance of the firft and fundamental duty of all government; namely, the adminiftration 
of oe and the protection ef the lives and property of the fubject againft wrong and 
violence. 


. XLIII. 


That the faid Haftings did afterwards proceed to the length of criminating the Refident Brif- 
tow aforefaid, for his endeavours to eftablifh the faid neceflary Court, as an invafion of the rights 
of the Nabob’s government; when, if the Nabob, in his own proper perfon and character; and 
not the aforefajd Hyder Beg (who was a creature ot the faid Haftings) had oppoted the re-efta- 
blifhment of juftice in the faid country, it was the duty of the faid Hastings to have prefied the 
fame upon him.by every exertion of his influence. And the faid Warren Hal ogs, in his pretend- 
ed attention to the Nabob’s authority, when exercifed -by his the iaid Haftings’s Minifter, 
to prevent.the eftablifhment of Courts of Juftice for the protection of life and property, at the 
fame time that he did not hefitate, in the cafe of the confifcation of the jaghires, and the procced- 
ings again{t the mother and grandmother of the Nabob, totally to fuperfede his authority, and to 
force his inclinations in acts which overturned all the laws of property, and offered violence to 
all che fentiments of natural affection and duty; and accufing at the fame ime his inftruments 
for not going tothe utmoft lengths in the execution of his faid orders, is guilty of an high ‘crime 
and mifdemeanor. 


XLIV. 
That the faid Haftings did highly aggravate his offence, in difcontinuing and difcouraging 


the re-eftablifhment of magiftracy, law, and order, in the country of Owde, inafmuch as he 
did, in the eighth article of his inftructions to the Refident, order him to exercife powers which 
ought to have been exercifed by lawful magiftrates, and in a manner agreeable to law. And 
in the faid article he did ftate the prevalence of rebellion in the faid country of Owde, as if re- 
bellion could exift in a country in which there was no magiftracy, aud no proteétion for life 
or property, and in which the mative authority had no force whatever; and in which he him- 
felf ftates the exercife of Britifh authority to be an abfolute ufurpation: And he did accordingly 
dire@ a. rigorous profecution againít the offence of rebellion under fuch circumftances, but 
<< with a fair and impartial enquiry;°” when he did not permit the eftablifhment of thofe courts 
of juftice and magiftracy, by which alone rebellion could be prevented, or a fair and impartial 
enquiry relative to the fame could be had. And particularly he did inftru& the faid Refident to 
obtain the-Nabob’s order for employing fome fure means for apprehending certain Zemindass, 
and particularly three, in the inftruction named, whom he the faid Hattings did caufe, upon 
what he calls good information, founded upon fome facts, to which he afferts he has the tef- 
timony of feveral witneiles, ‘* that they had the deftruction of Colonel Hannay, and the officers 
<t under his command, as their immediate object, and ultimately the extirpation of the Englifh 
<< influence and power throughout all the Nabob’s dominions,” and that they did {till perfevere 
in their rebellious conduct without deviation, ** though the Nabob’s, and not our government, 
** was then the object of it.” And hedid direét the faid Refident, that if it fhould appear, “* on 
<“ a fair and regular enquiry, that their conduct towards the Nabob had been fuch as it had 
“© been reported to be, to infift upon the Nabob’s punifhing them with death; and to treat 
& with the fame rigour every Zemindar, and every fubject, who fhall be the leader in a rebellion 
e againft his authority.” 


XLV. 


"That the crime of the faid Haftings, in his procedure aforefaid, was further hi hly aggra- 
vated by his having received information of feveral ftriking circumftances, which rongly in- 
dicated the necefflity of a regular magiftracy ‘and a legal judicature, from the total failure of 
juftice, affecting not only the fubjeéts at large, but even the reigning ,family itfelf; as alfo of 
‘the caufes why no legal magiftracy could exiit, and why the Princes of the reigning family 
were not only expofed to the attacks of affaffins, but even to a want of the protection which 
might be had from their fervants and attendants, who were driven from their mafters for want 
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of that maintenance which the Princes their mafters could not procure even for themfelves, 
And the circumftancess aforefaid were detailed to him the faid Haftings by the Refident Briftow, 


in a letter from Lucknow, dated the 29th of January, 1784, to the Governor General, the faid 
Warren Haftings, and the Council of Bengal, in the terms following : 


‘© The frequent robberies and murders perpetrated in his Excellency’s, the Vizier’s dominions, 
have been io often the fubject of my reprefentations to your Honourable Board. From the 
total want of police, hardly a day elapfes, but I am informed of fome tragical event, whereof 
« the bare recital is fhocking to humanity. About two months fince an attempt was made to 

aflafinate Rajah Ticket Roy, the acting Minifter’s confidential Agent; but he happily 
efcaped unhurt. Nabob Bahadur, his Highne/s’s brother, has not been fo fortunate, as will ap- 
pear from tranflations of two of his letters tome, No. 1, which I have the honour to enclofe 
‘© for your information. Although my feelings are fenfibly hurt, and my compaffion ftrongly 

excited by the difgraceful and miferable flate of poverty to which his Excellency’s brothers are 
reduced, yet, fituated as 1 am, it is not in my power to interfere with effect. My efforts on 
a former occafion failed of fuccefs, and my interpofition now would only excite the refentment of 
the Minifter towards the unhappy fufferers, in confequence of their application to me, from whom 
ALONE, however, they hope for relief from their prefent difircfs; which, their near connection 
with the Vizier confidered, is both fhameful and unprecedented. That no regular courts of 
juftice have been eftablifhed in this country is particularly pointed at in my inftructions as the 
moft difreputable defeét in his Highnefs’s government ; yet the Minifter feems determined on 
abolifhing even the fhadow of fo neceffary an inftitution. The cffice of Chief Juftice, as 
held by Molovy Morobine, was ever nugatory ; but now it is funk into the lowelt contempt. 
The original eftablifhment, inadequate as it was, is mouldering away, and the officers now 
attached to it are literally ftarving, as no part of their allowance has been paid for above fix 


months paft. He himfelf has propofed to refign his appointment, being every way precluded 
from a poffibility of exercifing the duties of it.” 


XLVI. 


That it appears by the faid letter, and the papers therewith tranfmitted, as well as other do- 
cuments in the faid correfpondence, that in confequence of the diftrefs brought upon the 
Nabob’s finances, certain of the Princes his brethren, the children of Sujah ul Dowlah, the late 
‘Sovereign of the country, were put upon penfions unfuitable to their birth and rank, and by 
the mifmanagement of the Minifter aforefaid (appointed by the faid Warren Haftings) for two 
years together no confiderable part of the faid inadequate penfion was paid; and not being able 
to maintain the attendants neceffary for their protection in a city in which all magiftracy and 
juftice was abolifhed, they were not only liable to fuffer the greateft extremities of penury, but 
their lives were expofed to the attempts of affaffins. “The condition of one of the faid Princes, 
called the Nabob Bahadur, being by himfelf ftrongly expreffed in three letters to the faid Refi- 
dent Briftow, the firft dated the 28th of December, 1783; the fecond, the 7th of January, 
1784; and the third, the t5th of January, 17843; which letters were duly tranfmitted in the 
difpatch of the 29th of the tame month to Warren Haftings, Efquire, and are as follow : 


«c Your own fervant carried you the account of what he himfelf was an eye-witnefs to, after 
«c the affair of laft. night. ‘Thefe are the particulars :—-About midnight my aunt received 

twelve wounds from a ruffian, of which fhe died. I alfo received fix fuccefhive ftabs, which 
alarmed the people of the houfe, who fet up a fhouting ; whereupon the affaffin run off. 
Befides being without food, or the means of providing any, this misfortune has befallen me. 
I am defirous of fending the coffin to your door. It is your duty, both for the fake of God and 
of Chrift, to execute juftice, and to enquire what harm I have done tothe murderer fuffi- 


cient to deferve affaffination, or even injury. You now fiand in the place of his Excellency the 
és Vizier. I requeft you will do me juftice. What more çan I fay? 


P. S. “ I am alfo-defirous to fhew you ‘my wounds.” 


From the fame, 29th January, 1784. 


« You have been duly informed of all the circumftances relative both to the murder of the 
<< innocent, and of my being wounded, as well by my former letter, as by the meflenger whom 
& you fent to enquire into the ftate of my health; and I have every reafon to hope, from your 
known kindnefs, that you will not be deficient in feeking out the aflafin. J am at this 
<< moment overwhelmed in misfortune. Whilft the blood is flowing from my wounds, neither I, nor 
my children, nor my fervants, have wherewithal to procure fubjifience ; ‘nor have Í itin my power 
either to purchafe remedies, or to reward the phyfician—sis for the fake of God alone that he 
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€t attends me. ‘Thus loaded with calamity upon calamity, I am unable to fupport life, for I 
<< find no relief from any affliction either day or night. Do you now ftand in the place of my 
«c father; grant me frefh life by fpeedy acts of benevolence. 


€: For thefe two laft years his -Excellency eftablifhed a penfion for me of twenty thoufand 
<¢ rupees; but I never received the full amount of it, either sgt ge or the year before. Should 
<< it, however, be paid me, though inadequate to my defires, 1 fhall ftill be enabled co fupport 
<< myfelf. From the beginning of this year tothe prefent time, I have not received a farthinz, 
«c nor do I expe any, though, if you afford protection to the opprefled, ail my wifhes will 
<< be accomplifhed. I was defirous of waiting on you with my family, that you might be an 
< eye witnefs to their condition; but I was advifed not to ftir out on account of my wounds. 
ss What more can I fay?” 


The following Extracts are made from the Third Letter from the fame Prince, dated Ja- 
nuary 15> 1784. 


«c ‘The particulars of the late and unforefeen misfortune, with which I have been overwhe!med, 
are not unknown unto you ; that the innocent blood of my aunt, the prop and ruler of my 
family, was fhed, and inthe fame manner too I was wounded. Until now I feel the pain and 
affliction of my wounds; and no perfon has regarded my folicitations for redrefi, fought after the 
s< falin, and broughe him to condign punifkment, yourfelf excepted.’’—** In like manner, as the 
onourable Governor General has adopted my brother Saadut Ally Cawn for his fon, and 
relieved him from the vexation, affliction, and dependence of this place, would it be extra- 
ordinary that -you alfo fhould, in your bounty and favour, confent to adopt me, whọ do not 
poffefs the neceffaries of life, and permit me to attend you to whatever part of the world you 
may travel, whereby I fhall at all times derive honour and advantage? Formerly us three 
brothers, Saadut Ally, Myrza Jungly, and I, the poor and oppreffled, wer, in the pretence 
c of our blefled father, whofe foul refits in heaven, treated alike. Now the Minifters of this 
Government put me upon a footing with our younger brothers, who have lately left the 
«c Zenana, and whofe expences are fmall. On this fcale, which is in every refpeé& infufficient 
for my maintenance, they pay the pitiful allowance only when it is their pleafure to doit. My 
fituation has for years paft been increafing in wretchednefs, to a degree that I am in want of 
daily bread, and my fervants and animals are dying of hunger. My difireffes are fo great that I 
** have not been able to pay a daum to the furgeons for the cure of my wounds; and they too are 
difcouraged from affording me their affifiance, or furnifhing me with medicines. Wow then is it 
pofible for me to exift ? Confidering you as my patron, participating in my affliCiions, I have 
reprefented the circumftances concerning my fituation ; and I hope, from your friendfhip, 
that. you will honour me with a favourable anfwer.’’ 





XLVII. 


The Refident Briftow did alfo receive a ftrong application from three others of the brethren 
of the reigning Sovereign, called Mirza Hyder Ali, Mirza Enayut Ali, and -Mirza Syef Ali, 
: yeprefenting their very pitiable cafe, in a letter of the oth of March, 1783, in which, among 
other particulars, are contained the following : 


-*€ Our fituation is not fit to be reprefented. For two years we have not received a hubba, on 
“€€ account of our tuncaw [aflignment on the revenue] though the Minifters have annually 
€ charged a lack of rupees, and never paid us anything. After all, we are the fens of Suja ul 
<< Dowlah!/ It is furprifing, having fuch a friend as you, our fituation is arrived at that pafs, 
** that we fhould be in diftrefs for dry bread and cloaths. Whereas you have done many gene- 
€ rous acts, be pleafed fo to fhew us your favour, that by fome means we-may receive our 


** allowances from the Company’s treafury, and not be obliged to depend upon, and folicit 
-66 others for it.” 


‘That one of the Princes aforefaid, called the Mirza Jungly, about the beginning of the vear 
‘1783, was obliged to fly from the dominions of the Nabob of Owde, and to leav: his country 
and connections, and as the Refident Briftow, writing from Lucknow, hath obfeived, ‘* he 
** went to try his fortune at other courts, in preference to ftarving at home, which might have 
** been his fate, by all accounts, at this place.” And the faid Prince fought for fuccour at 
the court of one of the neighbouring Mahomedan Princes; but conceiting fome difzult at the 
treatment he met with there, he departed from thence, and on the 8th of February, 1783, 
arrived at the Mahratta camp, while David Anderfon, Efquire, was there in the ee ae 
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Minifter Plenipotentiary to the Company, with a view, if his reception there fhould not prove 
anfwerable to his wifhes, to pafs on tothe fouthward. And the faid Anderfon, probably con- 
fidering this event as of very great importance to the honour of the Britifh government, as well 
as to its intereft on the one hand, by exhibiting the fon and brother of a Sovereign Prince, 
from whom the Company had received many millions of money, a fugitive from his country, 
and a wanderer for bread through the Courts of India; and on the other, the confequences 
which might arife from the Mahrattas having in their pofieffion, and under their influence, a fon 
of the late Nabob of Owde, did without delay advife Warren Haftings, Efquire, of the event 
aforefaid ; and he did write alfo to Mr. Briftow, the Refident at the Court of the Nabob Vizier, 
feveial letters of the oth and 20th of February, and of the 6th of March, and 6th of April, 
1783, in order that fome fteps fhould be taken for his return, and eftablifhment in his own 
country. And the faid Anderfon did inform the Refident Briftow, in his letter aforefaid, that 
on the arrival of the fugitive Prince, brother of the reigning Sovereign of Owde, at the Mah- 
ratta camp, he did caufe his tent to be pitched clofe to that of Mr. Anderfon; but finding this 
not agreeable to the Mahratta General, Scindia, he afterwards removed: and that he fhewed a 
ftrone attachment to the Englifh, and was inclined to throw himfelf upon their generofity ; 
that he was defirous of going to Calcutta, and declared, that if he, the faid Anderfon, ** would 
'& give him the fmalleft encouragement, he would quit all his followers, and come alone, and 
< would take up his refidence under his proteétion.”’ And the faid Anderfon did declare, that 
he thought it ** would be policy, and much to the credit of our government, that fome pro- 
'*¢ vifion fhould be made for Mirza Jungly in our territories.” 


XLIX. 


That the faid Briftow did reprefent the aforefaid circumftances to Hyder Beg Khan, Mini- 
{ter to the Nabob of Owde, declaring it his opinion, ‘* that his Highnefs’s brothers thus taking 
‘t refuge with a foreign Prince is a reflection upon the Vizier, and it would be advifeable that 
% an allowance fhould be granted to him, upon the footing of his brothers, that he might 
s< remain in the prefence.” But the Nabob was induced to refufe to his brother any offer of 
any allowance beyond the two hundred pounds per month, allowed, but not paid, to his other 
brothers ; and which the faid Prince did obferve to Mr. Anderfon, ‘* that it was not only-ina- 
s% dequate to his expences, but infinitely lefs (as the truth was) than what his Excellency has 
** fetcled on many perfons of inferior rank, who have not fo good a claim to his fupport.; and 
** that it would not be fufficient to enable him to live at Lucknow, where all his friends and 
€ relations were, and fo many of his inferiors lived in a ftate of affluence.” In cafe, there- 
fore, it could not be increafed, he requefted leave to live in the Company’s provinces, or at 
Calcutta; for that in any of thefe ficuations ** he could with lefs difficulty regulate his expences.’ 
And he did declare, that if his requeft was granted to him, he would immediately quit all his 
profpects with Scindia. To thefe propofitions he received a very amg. k anf{wer from his 
brothcr’s Minilter, containing a pofitive and final refufal of any increafe of allowance, obtain- 
ing only the Nabob’s permiffion to retire into the Company’s provinces: but Mr. Anderfon did 
not think himfelf authorized to take any fteps for the Prince’s retreat into the faid province, 
without Scindia’s concurrence, who, he obferved, would ufe every art to detain him; and 
accordingly did offer him the command of a battalion of infantry, to be paid dire&tly from his 
own treafury, and 6,oool. fterling a year for keeping up a corps of horfe, and to hetele upon 
‘him a landed ettate of 4,000l. a year as a provifion for his wife and children; which honourable 
O.icrs it appears he did accept, and did and doth remain in the Nlabratta fervice. 


L. 


That during the whole courfe of this tranfaction, the faid Warren Haftings was duly ad- 
vifed thercot, firit by a very early letter from the faid Anderfon, and afterwards by the Refidenc 
Priftow, who, on the 23d of April, 1783, tranfimitted to him his whole correfpondence with 
Mr. Anderfon, Eut what aniwer or inftructions the faid Warren Haftings did give to Mr. 
Andecfon does not appear, he not having recorded any thing upon that fubject. But it appears, 
that to the Refigent Briftow, who required to be informed whether the reception of the fugitive 
Prince aforefaid in the Conipany’s provinces would mect his approbation, he gave no anfwer 
whatfeever; by which criminil neglect, or worfe, with regard to a brother of an ally of 
the Company, wh» fhzwed a {trong attachment and preference to the Englifh nation, and by 
fuffcsring him, without any known effort to prevent it, to attach himfelf to the caufe and 
fortunes of the Mahrattas, who he, the faid Haftings, well knew did keep up claims upon 
feveral parts cf the dominions of Owde, and had with difficulty becn perfuaded to include 
the Nabob in the treaty of peace, and futfered him firt to languifh at home in poverty, and 
then to fly abroad for fubfiftence, and afterwards took no ftep, and countenanced no nego- 
ciations for his return from his dangerous place of refuge, at the fame time that feveral of his 
the faid Haftings’s creatures, had each “oe allowances much more confiderable than 
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would have fufficed for the fatisfaction and comfort of him the faid fugitive prince—was guilc 
of ahigh crime and mifdemeanor. | 


LI. 


That the indigent condition before related of the other brothers of the Nabob, was alfo 
duly tranfmitted to the faid Warren Hafttings, but he did never order or direct any fteps 
whatfoever to be taken towards the relief of the family of a reigning Prince, who were daily in 
danger of perifhing by famine, through the effect of his meafures, and thole of a perfon 
wnem he fupported in power, againft the will and inclinations of his faid Prince and his 
family. 


LII. 


That the foregoing inftances of the penury, diftrefs, difperfion, and exile of the reigning 
family, as well as the general diforder in all the affairs of Owde, did ftrongly enforce the ne- 
ceflity of a proper ufe of the Britifh influence (the only real government then exifting) in the 
province aforefaid, for a regulation of the economy of the Vizier’s court, as well as forthe 
proper adminiftration of the public concerns, civil and military, which were in the greatcit 
diforder; and the faid Warren Haftings was under obligation to provide forthe fame, and did 
himfelf underftand it to be his duty fo to do; and that he was therein warranted bv the fprrit 
of the treaty of Chunar, as well as by other univerfal powers of controul, and even of fuper- 
ceffion, fuppofed by him to exift in the relation between the Britifh government and that of 
Owde, and accordingly he did, in his inftructions to the Retident iddleton, to which he 
required his moft implicit obedience, direét him to an interference in and controul upon all 
the affairs concerning the revenues, the military arrangements, and all the other branches of 
the Nabob’s government. 


LIII. 


That upon his recall of the faid Middleton, he, in his inftru€tions to the Rcfident Briftow, 
dated 23d of Oćtober, 1781, did at large fet forth the fituation of the Court and government 
of Owde, the fituation and charaéter of the Nabob, of the acting Miniiter, and of the Britifh 
Refident at that court ; and did plainly, diftin€tly, and without referve, defcribe the extent of 
the authority to be exercifed by the laft of thefe perfons, as well as the unqualified compliance 
to be expected from the two former. And he did accordingly declare that ** from the nature o 
<< cur conneétion with-the government òf Owde, and from the Nabob’s incapacity, a neceffity will 
“<< for ever exif?, while we have the claim of a fubfidy upon the refources of his country, of 
“<< exercifing an influence, and frequently fubftituting ıt ENTIRELY, in the place of an avowed 
<< and conftitutional authority in the adminifiration of his [the Nabob’s] government >’ and he did 
further in the faid inftructions, namely, in inftruction the fourth, direét the faid Refident in 
the words following :—‘** I muft have recourfe to you for the introduction of a new fyftem in 
<< that government ; nor can I omit, whilft I exprefs my reliance on vou for that purpofe, to 
< repeat the fentiments which I expreffed in the verbal inftractions which I gave you at your 
«c departure, that there can be no medium in the relation between the R-fident and the ATini/ler, 
<: but either the. Refident mufi be the flave and vaffal of the Ad:nifier, or the Minifter at the abfolute 
<< difpofal of the Refident.”’ And he the faid Haftings did ftate, in the tame article of the 
inftruétions aforefaitd, that though the conduct of the faid Hyder Beg Khan had been highly 
reprehenfible, and that he was much difpleaied thereat, he would prefer him to any other, 
on account of his ability and knowledge of bufinefs, with the following provifo, ** if he would 
<< fubmit to hold his office on fuch conditions as I require. Heexifts by his dependence on 
<< the influence of our government. It muft be advifeable to try him by the mode of con- 
<< ciliation ; at the fame time that in your final conver/ation with him it will be neceliury to de- 
<< clare to him, in the plainef terms, the footing and condition on which he fhall be permitted to 
<< retain his place; with the alternative of a difmiffion, and a fcrutiny into his conduét, if he 
<< refufes it. In the firft place, I will not receive from the Nabob, as //s, letters dictated by 
<< the /pirit of oppo/fition ; but fhall confider every fuch attempt as an infult cnour rovernment. In 
« the fecond place, I fhall expect that zothimg is done in his official character but with your 
« knowledge and participation.” 


LIV. 


That the faid Haftings having defcribed, in the manner aforefaid, the relative fituation of 
the Refident and the Minifter, he did ftate alfo the relative firuation of the faid Minitter and 
his matter the Nabob, declaring, ‘** that the Minifter did hold, without controul, the unpar-= 
<s ticipated and entire adminiftration, with all the powers annexed to tha: government ; the 


‘© Nabeb 
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ce xNabob being, as he ever muft be in the hands of Jome perfon, a mere cypher in his’? [the Mini- 
fters.] And having thus ftated the fubordination of the Minifter to the Refident, and the 
fubordination of the Nabobto the Minifter, he did naturally declare, ** that the firft fhare of 
ec the reitponfibility would reft upon the faid Refident.”” And he did further declare, ‘* that 


ec the other conditions did follow diitinétly in their places, becaufe he did confider the Refident 
ec as refponfible far them.’ 


LV. 


‘That for the dire&tion of the Refident in the exercife of fo critical a trub, wherein all the 
true and fubftantia] powers of government were in an inverted relation and proportion to the 
official and oftenfible authorities, and which the faid Haftings did fuppofe the neceflity con- 
ftantlv exifting for exercifing an influence, and frequently for fubftituting entirely the Britith 
authority ** in the place of the avowed and conftitutional government,” he, the faid oes 
did properly leave to the Refident a difcretionary power for his deviation from any part of his 
inftru€tions ; interpofing a caution for his fecurity and direction, that as much as he could, 
he would Jeave the fubjeét free for his [the faid Haftings’s] correétion of it ; and would 
inftantly inform him, or the Board, according to the degree of its importance, with his 
reafGns for it. 


LVI. 


‘That befides the inftitution of the courts of juftice, as before recited, four other principal 
objects in the reformation of the affairs of Owde, were exprefsly recommended to the Refidents 
Middleton and Briftow, and muft be underftood to be the conditions upon which the faid 
Haftings muft have meant to have it underftood that the acting Minifter of Owde was to 
hold his employment; namely, the limitation of the Nabob’s perfonal expences ; the reduétion 
of the Nabob’s troops in number, and the change in arrangement ; the appointment of proper 


collectors for the revenues ; and the appointment of proper officers for all parts of the execu- 
tive adminiftration. 


LVII. 


That the firt obje&t, namely, that of the limitation of the Nabob’s perfonal expences, 
and feparating them from the public eftablifhments, he the faid Haftings did ftate as the firft 
and fundamental part of his regulation, and that upon which all the others would depend ; 
and did declare, ** that in order to prevent the Vizier’s alliance from being a clog inftead of 
< an aid to the Company, that the moft effential part is to limit and /eparate his perfonal dif- 
< burfements from the public accounts: They muft not exceed what he has received in any of 
s% the laft three years.” And as tothe public treafury and difburfements, he the faid Haftings 
did, in the faid in*tructions, wholly withdraw them from the perfonal management or inter- 
ference of the Nabob, and did exprefsly order and dire&, ‘* that they fhould be-under the 
‘© foe management of the Minifters, with the Refident’s concurrence.” And on the appoint- 

ment of the Refident Briftow, in October, 1782, he the faid Haftings did order and dire& 
him in every point of the inftructions to Middleton, not revoked or qualified by his then in- 
ftructions, his [the faid Refident Briftow’s] “* moft attentive and literal obedience.” 


LVIII. 


T hat the faid Refident Briftow did, in confequence of the renewal to him of the faid in- 
flrućtions as aforefaid, endeavour to limit and put in order the Nabob’s expences; but he was 
in that particular traverfed and counteracted, and in the end wholly defeated, by the Minifter 
Hyder Beg Khan. And though the obftruétions aforefaid, agreeably to the inftruétions given 
to Middleton, and to him the faid Briftow, were reprefented to the faid Warren Haftings, by 
the Refident aforefaid, yet the faid Warren Haftings did give no kind of fupport to the faid 
Refident, or take any fteps towards enabling him, the faid Refident, to effe&tuate the faid 
neceffary limitation and diftribution of expences, by himfelf the faid Haftings ordered and 
prefcribed; nor, if he difapproved the proceedings of the faid Refident, did he give him any 
inftruction for the forbearance of the fame, or for the exerting his duty in any other mode ; 
nor did he call for any illuftration from him of any thing doubtful in his correfpondence, nor 
{tate to him any complaint made privately of his conduct, in order to receive thereon an ex- 
planation; but he did leave him to purfue, at his difcretion, the extenfive powers before de- 
{cribed, to effect the reformation which he was direéted to accomplifh, under the re{ponfibility 


denounced to him as aforefaid, if he fhould fail therein, as he was fuppofed to be fubftantially 
invefted with all the powers of government. 


LIX. That 
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LIX. 


That inftead of the faid fupport or inftruction, he the faid  Haftings did countenance, or 
more probably caufe or direct a reprefentation to be made to him by the acting Minitfter of the 
Nabob of Owde, complaining grievoufly of the proceedings of the Refident aforefaid, as 
ufurpations on the Nabob’s authority, and indignities on his perfon. And although he the 
faid Haftings did inftruct the Refident Briftow to'inform the faid Hyder Beg Khan, that he would 
not receive from the Nabob, as his, letters directed by the fpirit of oppofition, but fhould confider 
every fuch attempt as his (the Minifter’s) as an infuk on our government; yet he did receive, 
as his, the Nabob’s own letters, and as written from the impreflions on his own mind, and as 
the fuggeitions of his own judgment, letters to the fame effect as thofe written by the Miniftes, 
although he had declared upon record, that the faid ** Nabob was a mere cypher in his the faid 
«< Minifter’s hands,” and -** that he had dared to ufe both the Nabob’s name, and even his 
. «c feal, affixed to letters either directed to the Nabob, or written as from him, without his 
€ knowledge ;”” and although he did affert or record as aforefaid, that in a letter which he 
had lately received from the Nabob, the Minifter had the prefumption to make the Nabob 
declare that which was true to be falfe; and that ‘* his making ufe of the Nabob in fuch a 
€ manner, did fhew how thin the veil was by which he covered his own ac?s; and that fuch 
*< artifices would only tend to make them the more criminal, from the faifehood and duplicity 
“© with which they were affociated.”’ 


LX. 


That the faid Haftings did aét upon the letters pretended to be written by the Nabob, as 
well as on thofe actually written by the Minifter, without previoufly communicating the 
matter of the faid complaint to the faid Refident, and did give credit to the fame ; and coming 
as aforefaid from a perfon by himfelf (the faid Haftings) charged with artifice, falfehood, and 
duplicity, and with abufing to his own evil purpofes the name and feal of his mafter, without 
his knowledge, and without any previous enquirv into the faćłs and circumftances ; and did 
thereon ground an accufation againft the faid Reiiient Br:ftow, before the Board at Calcutta, 
in which he did reprefent the conduét of the faid Briftow, in attempting to limit the houfhold 
expences of the. Nabob, as an indignity ** which no man living, however mean his rank in 
<< life, or dependent his condition in it, would permit to be exercifed by any other, with the 
<¢ want of forfeiture of every manly principle.” And he did further accufe the faid Briftow, 
for that in his proceedings in the regulation of the Nabob’s houfhold, ** he fhould receive to 
< himfelf, or Mr. Cowper for him, or atreafurer for both (for the arrangement has never 
< been well defined) the money affizned for the fupport of the Nabob’s houfhold; ifue them 
€ as he pleafed, not to the Nabob, but to the menial officers of his houfheid ; difpofe of his 
<, fuperfluous horfes, and other cattle; determine how many elephants were nec~fiary to the 
t ftate of the Vizier of the empire; the number of domeftics for his attendance; and pry 
** into the kitchen,°for the purpofe of afcertaining the quantity of victuals which ought to 
€ be dreffed in it; controul the accounts of thefe difburfements; and appropriate to his own 
“* ufe (for that the confequence was inevitable, if he chofe it) the residue produced by thofe 
& economical retrenchments.”’ 


LXI. 


That the faid ċharge is malicious and infidious, becaufe the attempt to introduce proper 
officers for the management of houfhold expences. fo confiderable tnat the faid Haftines has 
ítated the allotment for the fame at £.3co0,0<0 fterling, yearly, and that other accounts have 
carried it to £.400,000 iterling, and upwards, and to kcep proper and rezular accounts thereof 
was a neceflary regulation, and agreeable to the diznity of tne Nabob, and by no means a de- 
gradation either of his perfon or authority, which was {pectal!v provided for in the regulations, 
as no expence could be incurred but by his own perfonal warrant under his tiga manual; nor 
doth there appear therein any thing but-what is of abfolute n-ceflity to prevent embezz!«ment 
to his prejudice. And the faid Haftings hath declared, in the fifth article uf the inftructions 
to the faid Refident, that zo adiminiftration can b? properly conduct: i wichout regular offices.; 
and that in the whole province of Owde, ‘+ there was mot one, the wise heing engrofied by 
“© the Minifter ;” of which Minifter, in the fourteenth article, he decla-es his (ufpicion, that 
the Nabob did not receive the whole and punétual payment of the fum afi zoned for the purpofe 
of the houfhold, but that fome part had been by him withheld fromthe Nabob; and that irom 
private information he had lately received, he had reafon to believe that this was aétua'ly the 
cafe. And the faid Haftings well knew that the Nabob’s houfhold had seen ill con acted :; 
that the allowances of his fervants had not been paid; that his diftrefs was fcandalous ; and 
that his neareft relations were in a famifhing condition: and “the faid Haltings cid a 

we 
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well know, that the houfehold of the Nabob was provided for or neglected, not at his own 
difcreiion, but at that of the faid Hyder Beg Khan; and he did, inthe r4th article aforefaid, 
inftru& the Refident, Briittow, to fhew every oftenfible and external mark of refpe@ to the 
Nabob, in order 'o induce him to become himfelf the mover of every aé& neceflary for the ad- 
vancing of his own interefts, and the difcharge of his debts to the Company, declaring,-** that 
& they never could be effected while the inifter retained that afcendancy over him which 
«< he at prefent holds by the means of a nearer and more private intercourfe, and by affe&in 

< to be the mediator of his rights againft the claims of our Government.”’ An 

the faid Haftings did further well know, that there was no way of afcertaining either the 
payment of the affignments for the Nabob’s houfehold, for the general purpofes of their 
deftination, or to the particular objects to which they ought to be applied, without regular 
offices of receipt and of account, which might prevent the faid Minifter, Hyder Beg Khan, or 
the Britifh Refident, or any other, from embezzling or mifapplying the fame. But the total 
want of offices aforefaid in every department of Government, did furnifh occafion of concealing 


all frauds, clandeftine prefents, or penfions to a Governor General, Commander in Chief, or 
other fervant of the Company. l 





LXII. 


That the faid Warren Haftings, who did pretend fo deep a concern for the indignities fup- 
pofed to be fuffered by the Nabob, merely in the limitation and regulation of unneceflary ex- 
pences relative to his kitchen, domeftics, &c. did fhew no attention or compafiion to the faid 
Nabob, when, in the year 1779, the faid Nabob reprefented that the penfions of his old fervants 
for 30 years, the expences of his family and kitchen, together with the jaghires of his grand- 
mother, mother, and aunts, and of his brothers and dependants, given for their fupport, were 
not regulated, but flopped. 


LAII. 


That the other articles of regulation, namely, the reform of the troeps in number and in 
arrangement, the appointment of proper Collectors for the revenues, and the general conftitu- 
tion of offices for the executive Adminiftration, vere in like manner totally defeated by the faid 
Hyder Beg Khan, And the faid Haftings did receive a charge from him, and did adopt it as his 
own, reprefenting the endeavours of the Refident to act in the regulations aforefaid agreeably to 
the fpirit of his inftruétions, and in confidence of the powers vefted in, and the refpenfibility 
impofed upon him the faid Refident, as ufurpations of the authority and prerogative of thé 
Nabob; and he the faid Haftings did make criminal charges thereon againit the faid Refident 
Briftow, of which chuaiges the Council Board did, on hearing the fame, and the defence of the 
faid Briftow, fully acquit him, : 


LXIV. 


That the faid Haftings, by abetting Hyder Beg Khan, a perfon defcribed by him as aforefaid, 
in his oppofition to all.the plans of neceflary reformation propofed by the faid Haftings himfelf, 
and having fuggefted no other whatever in lieu thereof, to anfwer the purpafes for which he 
had ftipulated in the treaty of Chunar, the interference of the Refident in every branch of the 
Nabob’s government did thereby fruftrate every one of the good ends propofed by him in ‘the 
faid tre.ty of Chunar, and did grofsly abufe his truft, in giving the exorbitant powers before 
recited, and aflerting them to exift in the Britifh Refident, without fuffering them, even in 
appearance, to anfwer any of the proper and juftifiable ends for which any power or influence 
can or ought to exift in.any government. 


LXV. 


That there is juft ground to violently prefume that not only the letters in the name of the 

N abob aforefaid, were dictated to him by his Minifter Hyder Beg Khan, in whofe hands the 
faid Haftings has defcribed his Mafter to be ‘* a mere cypher, &c.”?” but which Hyder Beg was 
the known initrument of the faid Haftings ; but that the conduc and letters of complaint of 
the faid Hyder Leg were, in effeét and fubftance, prefcribed and dictated to him by the faid 
War.en Haftings, or his fecret Agent, Palmer, by his direction ; becaufe it is notorious, that 
the powe:s of the faid Hyder Beg were folely fupported by him, the faid Haftings, who, accord- 
ing to the ftate of favour or difpleafure in which he ftood, hath frequently promifed him fupport, 
or threatencd him with difmiffion and punifhment ; and therefore it is not to be thought that he 
would take fo material a ftep as to oppofe the Company’s Refident, acting under the inftructions 
of the Governor Genera] and Council, and to accufe him with fo much confidence, and in a 
manner fo different fom the ufual ftyle of aa on all other occafions emploved by that 
=: Court, 
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Court, if he had not been previoufly well affured that his writing in that manner would be 
pleafing to the perfon upon whom he folely depended for his power, his fortune, and perhaps for 
his life. Secondly, becaufe, when it fuited the purpoies of the faid Flaitizgs on a tormer 
occafion, that is, in the year 1784, to remove the Refident Briftow aforetaid from his office, 
a letter from the Nabob was laid before the Council Board at Caicutta, propofing, that in order 
to prevent the effects of the faid Briftow’s.application to Europe for recrcfs, thet the faid Hattings 
fhould fend him draughts of letters, which he the faid NMabob would write in Lis own name 
and chara¢ter, to the King, to his Majeity’s Minifters, and to the Court of Directois, expreffing 
himfelf, in the letter aforefaid, in the words foliowing: viz. ‘* Io prevent his [ Briftow’s] 
ts applying to Europe, fend me, if you think proper, the drau_hts of letters which Z may write 
«< to the King, the Vizier, and the Chiefs of the Company.” Thirdly, That though the faid 
Hattings, and his fecret agent, Palmer, did pretend, znd potitively aflert, that they had no fhare 
in the letters aforcfaid trom the Nabob and his Miniiter, there was an original note to the 
Nabob’s letters of accufation, referring to diftinct parts and fpecified numbers of the Agent 
Palmer’s fecret correfpondence with the faid Warren Haftings; and the faid letter, with the faid 
reference, was, through inadvertence, laid before the Board. 


LXVI. 


That the faid Warren Haftings, having thrown the Government of Owde into great con- 
fufion and diftrefs, thereby prevented the difcharge of the debt, or -pretended debt, to the 
Company, did, by all the faid intrigues, machinations, and charges, aim at the filling the 
faid Office of Refident at Owde with his own dependants, or by himielf perfonally, as it ap- 
pears that he did firft propofe to place in the faid office his fecret agent, Palmer, and that 
afterwards, when he was not able to. fucceed therein, he did propofe nominally, to abolifh 
the faid office, but in effect to fill it by himfe f; propofing to the Council, and rendering 
himfelf refponfible (but not in fortune) for the payment of the Company’s debt within a 
certain given time, if he were permitted and commiffioned by the Council to aét for the 
Board in that Province; and did inform them, that he was privately well aflured, that in 
a few days he fhould receive an invitation to that effect ; and he did ftate (as in the year 1781 
he had ftated as a reafon -for his former delegation) ‘* ‘hat the {tate of the country was 
“<< fo difordered in its Revenue and Adminiftration, and the credit and-influence of the 
< Nabob himfelf fo much fhook by the Zate ufurpation of his authority, and the contefts 
<c. which attended it, as to require the acceflion of an extraneous aid to reftore the powers, 
< and to re-animate the conftitution of his Government;’’ although he, the faid Haflings, 
did for a long time before attribute the weaknefs of his Government to an extraneous in- 
terference. And the faid Council, on his engagement aforefaid, did confent thereto; and he 
did accordingly receive a commiffion, enabling him to act in the affairs of Owde, not only 
as the Refident might have done, but as largely as the Council General might legally delegate 
their own powers. 


LXVII. 


That the faid Warren Haiftings, in accepting the faid commifiion, did fubje& his charaĉter, 
and the reputation of his office, to great imputations and fufpicions, by taking upon himfelf 
an inferior office, out of which another had. upon his: intrigues, been removed, by a perpetual 
obítruction, which rendered it impoffible for him to perform his duty, or to obey his initruc- 
tions ; and he did increafe the faid grounded fufpicions, b, exercifing that office in a Govern- 
ment:from whence it was notorious he had himfelf received an unlawful gif: and prefent from 
the Minifters, and in which he -had notorioufly fuffered many, and had himfelf aciually direéted 
fome, acts of peculation, by granting various penfions- and-emolumenis, to the prejudice of 
the Revenue of a diftrefled country, which he was not authorized to grant. 


LXVIII. 


‘That the faid’ Warren Haftings did proceed unto the faid Province of Owde, under colour 
of providing a remedy for the diforders defcribed to be exifting in the fame, and for the re- 
covery of the Company’s pretended debt. And the faid Warren Haflings, who had thought 
fit to recall the Company’s: Refident, appointed to that office by the Cour: of Directors, and 
to fufpend his office, did notwithitanding, of -his own choice and felecétion, and on his own 
mere authority,. take with him-~in-his progrefs a large retinue, ‘* and a numerous fociety of 
«< Englifh gentlemen, to. compofe his family,” which he reprefents as neceflary ; although, in 
a letter from that-very. place: to which he took that very numerous fociety, he informs the 
Court of Direétors, ** that. his own confequence, and that of the nation he reprefents, are 


ss. independent of fhew ;”’ and after his arrival there, hce .-the -faid Warren Haftings did yd 
‘from 
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from Lucknow, the capital of that Province, a letter, dated the 30th of April, 1784, to the 
Court of DireSors, in which are feveral particulars to the following purport or tenor, and 
which he points out to the Directors ‘* to be circumftances of no trivial information ;” namely, 
« that he had found, that the lands in that Province, as well as in fome parts more immé- 
«c diately under the Company, have fuffered ina grievous manner, being completely exhaufted 
<¢ of their natural moifture by the total failure of one entire feafon of the periodical rains,” 
with a few exceptions, which were produced only ‘* by the uncommon labour of the hufband- 
« man.” And in a letter to Edward Wheler, Efq. a Member of the Council General, 
from Benares, the 20th of September, 1784, he fays, that ** the Public Revenues had declined 
«c with the failure of the cultivation 7m three fucceffive yrars; and all the ftores of grain, which 
< the providence of the hufbandman (as he was intormed is their cuflom) in defiance of the vi- 
<c gilance of the Aumils [Collectors] clande/tinely refzrved for their cwn ufe, were of courfe ex- 
& hauited, in which ftate no perfon would accept of the charge of the collections on a pofi- 
<< tive engagement, nor did the rain fall till the roth of July.’’—And in another letter, dated 
from Benares, the 1ft of October following, he repeats the fame accounts; and that the 
& country could not bear further additions «f expence; and that it had mo inlets of trade to fup- 
« ply the iffues that were made from it;’’ [the exceptions ftated there being inconfiderable] 
<< therefore every rupce which is drawn into your Treafury [the Company’s] from its circula- 
& tion, will accelerate the period at which its ability muft ceafe to pay even the /tipulated 
«< fubfidy.”” WNotwirhftanding this ftate of the country, of which he was well apprized before 
he left Calcutta, and the poverty and diftrefs of the Prince having been frequently but in vain 
reprefented to him, in order to induce him to forbear his oppreffive exactions, he did, in order 
to furnifh the Council with a colour for permitting him to recall the Company’s Refident, 
and to exercife the whole powers of the Company in his own perfon without any check 
whatloever, or witnefs of his proceedings except the perfons of his own private choicc, 
did make the exprefs and pofitive engagement aforefaid, which, if underftood of a real 
and fubftantial difcharge of debt for the relief of the total of the Company’s finances, 
was grofsly fallacious; becaufe, at the very time, he muft have been perfectly fenfible, 
that in the then ftate of the revenues and country of Owde (which are in effeé&t the Com- 
pany’s revenues, and the Company’s country) the debt, or pretended debt aforefaid, afferted 
to be about five hundred thoufand pounds, or thereabouts, could not be paid without 
contracting another debt, at an ufurious intereft, without encroaching on the neceflary 
eftablifhments, or on private property, or on the pay of the army, or without grievous 
oppreffion of the country, or all thefe together. And it doth appear that one hundred 
thoufand pounds, towards the faid payment of debts, was borrowed at Calcutta, by the Nabob’s 
Agent there, but at what intereft is not known. It appears alfo that other fums were borrowed 
for arrear of the intereft on which £. 40,000 fterling appears in the Company’s claims, for the 
current year, and that various deductions were made from the jaghires reftored to the Begums, 
as well asother parts ot the Nabob’s family; and it did and doth appear, that an arrear is ftill 
due to the old and new Brigade, but whether the fame be growing or not, doth not appear; yet 
he hath not hefitated to affert, that he had ‘* provided for the complete difcharge in one year of a 
“¢ debt contracted by the accumulation of many, and from a country, whofe refources have been 
<* watted and diffipated by three fucceflive years of drought, and one of anarchy.” But the 
{faid Haftings never did even realize the payments to be made in the firft year (as he confefles 
in the faid letter) except by an anticipation of the fecond ; and though he itates, in his letter 
aforefaid, the following tadts and engagements, that is to fay, ** that a recovery of fo large a 
& part of your property [the Company’s] will afford a feafonable and fubftantial relief to the 
** necefiitics of your Government, and enable it (for fuch is my confident hope): to begin on the 
“<< reduétion cf your debt at intere/? before the conclufion of this year (L mean the year of this 
& computation. Y? Whereas the faid W=rren Haftings did apply the whole produce of the 
Revenue to the mere pay of fome part of che Britifh army in Owde; and did not mention in 
his correfpondence that he had remitted any money whatfoever to Calcutta, nor to any other 
place (except the fifty thoufand pounds taken from Almas Ali Khan, and faid to be remitted - 
to surat; for the faid ** fubitantial relief,’ in confequence of the faid pretended << recovery 
** of property,” admitting that it had been fuggeited to him, and not by him denied, that he 
Had 4“ difappointed the popular expectation, by not adopting the policy which he had, on the 
“< conception of better grounds, rejected; nor did he begin the reduction of the intereft debt,” 
at the time ftated, nor at any time ; but the whole (he well knowing the ftate of the 
country from whence the rciources aforefaid were by him promifed) was a premeditated 
deceit and impolition on the Board of Council, his colleagues, and on the Court of Directors, 
his matters. 


A 
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LXIX. 


_ That no traces of regulation appear to have been adopted by the faid Warren Haftings during 
his refidence at Lucknow, in conformity to the {pirit and intentions of the treaty of Chunar, 
or of his inftructions to Middleton and Briftow, or of the propofed objects of his own Commif- 
fion. But he did, in lieu thereof, pretend to free the Nabob’s government fromthe intertcrence 
of the Company’s fervants, and the ufurpation (as he called it) of a Refident, and thereby to 
reftore it to its proper tone and energy; whereas the meafures he took wcre fuch as to leave no 
ufeful or refponfible fuperintendance in the Britifh, and no freedom in the Nabob’s govern- 
ment; for he did confirm the fole, unparticipated, and entire adminiftration, with ail the 
powers annexed tothe government, on the Minifter Hyder Beg Khan, to whom he prevailed on 
the Nabob Vizier to commit the entire charge of his revenues, altho’ he knew that his mafter 
was a cypher in his hands ; that he ‘* had affixed his feal to letters written without his know- 
& ledge, and fuch as evidently tended to promote Hyder Beg Khan’s influence and intereft ;” 
that his faid mafter did not confider him asa Minifter of his choice, but as an inftrument of 
his degradation; that ‘* he exifts as a Miniiter by his dependence on the Calcutta government, 
< and that the Nabob himfelf had no other opinion of him; that it is by its declared and moft 
<€ obvious fupport alone that he could maintain his authority and influence.” And in his in- 
ftructions to his fecret Agent, Major Palmer, dated the 6th of May, 1782, toeafe his mind and 
remove his jealoufy with regard to Britifh interference, he did inftrucét him ‘* that much deli- 
< cacy and caution will be required in your declarations on this fubjeét, left they fhould be 
< conftrued to extend to an immediate change in the adminittration of his affairs, or the in- 
<< ftruments of it. Their perfons muft be confidered as facred, while they act with the partici- 
<: pation of our influence.” ‘This diiftinétion the Nabob underfiazds, nor will it be either necefiary 
ar proper to allude to it, unlefs he himfelf fhould firft introduce the fubject. And the faid 
Haftings did afflume, as to a dependant of the loweft order, to prefcribe to him the conditions 
an which he is to hold his place, to threaten him with ferutiries into his condudt, with dif- 
mifion, with punifhment; that he was guilty of falfhood and duplicity, and that he had made 
his matter affert what was true to be falfe; that he fufpected he had withheid from his mafter 
what he ought to have paid to him— That the event of his having prevailed on the Nabob ta 
entruft him as aforefaid, was, according to his, the faid Hattings’s, own letter, written to the 
faid Hyder Beg Khan himfelf, <% an accumulation of diftrefs, debafement, and difiatisfaction to 
“© the Nabob. and of difappointment and dilfzrace to me. Every meafure which he had himfelf 
<¢ propofed, and to which he had folicited my atiftance, has been fo conduédted, as to give 
<¢ him caufe of difpleafure, there are no officers cttablifiied by which his affairs could be re- 
<c gularly condudted ; mean, incapable, and indigeot men have been appointed Aumils of the 
<: diftri€éts, without authority, and without the me ns of perfonal protection: fome of them 
<¢ have been murdered by the Zemindars, and ti... Zem udars, initead of punifhment, have 
< been permitted to retain their Zemindaries wits t.ucpendent authority, all the other 
<< Zemindars fuffered to rife up in rebellion, and to infult the authority of the Sircar, without 
< any attempt made to fupprefs them ; and the Company’s debt, inftead of being difcharged 
< by’ the affignments and extraordinary fources of money provided for that purpoie, is likely 
<< to exceedeven the amount at wh’ chit ftood it the tiine in which thearransemen: wit? his Ex- 
<< cellency was concluded. The growth of thefe evils was ear’y made known to me, and their effes 
<< foreboded in the fame order and manner as they have fince come ts pafs. Ln fuch a ita. of calamity 
<* and difgrace, I can no longer remain a paffive {peétator; nor would it be becoming to con- 
<c ceal my fentiments, or qualify the exp:cffion of them. I new plainly tell yeu, thac you are 
<* anfwerable for every misfortune and defect of the Nabob V.uzier’s governnicnt.’’—And after 
giving orders, and expreffing fome hopes of better behaviour, he adds, ‘* If 1 am difappointed, 
< you will impofe on me the painful and humiliating nec. flity of acknowledging to him, that I 
< have been deceived, and of recommending the examination of your conduct to his juttice, both 
for the redrefs of his own and the Company’s grievances, and for the injury fuftaincd by 
«c both in their mutual connection. Do not re‘/y to me, that what I have written is from the 
<< fuggeftion of your enemies; nor imagine, that I nave induced myfelf to write in {uch plain 
& and declaratory terms, without a clear infight into all the confequences of it, and a fixed de- 
«¢ termination upon them.” 


LXX. 


That the aforefaid being the tenure of the power of the faid Minifter, and fuch his character, 
as given by the faid Warren Haftings himfelf, who did originally compel the Natob to receive 
him, who did conftantly fupport him againit the Nabob his mafter, as well as againft the Com- 
pany’s Refident ;—the delivering over to fuch a perfon, his mafter, his family, his country, and 
the care of the Britifh interefts therein, without controul or public infpection, was an high 
erime and mifdemeaner, € 5 
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That the next perfon whom the faid Haftings did inveft with powerin the faid country, was a 
certain opulent and powerful native, Manager of Revenue, called Almas Ali Khan.clofely con- 
nected with the faidliyder Beg Khan; and to whom the faid Hyder Beg Khan,as the faid Haftings 
has admitted, ** had entruited the greatef# part of his revenues, without any pledge or fecu- 
<s rity for his fidelity.” And afterwards the faid Haftings charges the faid Almas Ali with an 
intention of removing from the Nabob’s dominions; he ftates, ** as taking with him,” and 
therefore being poffefled ** of an immenfe treafure, the fruits of his embezzlements and op- 
& preMficns, and an army raifed for its protection.”’ 


LXXII. 


That the faid Warren Haftings was, or pretended to be, impreffed with the evil charaĉ&ter, 
dangerous defigns, and immoderate power of the faid Almas Ali: that he did infert, among 
his inftructions to the Refident Briftow, an order of a dangerous and unwarrantable nature, in 
which, upon his, the faid Haftings’s, fimple allegation of offences, not accurately defcribed or 
fpecificd, with rcgard either to the fact, the nature of the offence, or the proof, to urge the 
Nabob to put him to death, with many qualifications in the faid inftructions, full of fraud and 
duplicity, calculated to enfnarc the faid Retident Briftow, and to throw upon him tke refponfibility 
of the conduct of the faid Almas Ali Khan, if he fhould continue at large, contrary to his orders, 
or to fubjecét him, the faid Refident, to the fhame and fcandal of apprehending and putting him to 
death, by means which, in the circumftances, muft neceflarily be fuch as would be conftrued 
into :reachery ; and he the faid Almas Ali Khan, being from nature and fituation fufpicious and 
watchful, and being at that very time in the collection, or Farmer of the moft important part of 
the revenucs, with an extenfive jurifdiction annexed, and at the head of fourteen thoufand of his 
own trecps; and having bcen recently accepted by the Refident Middleton as fecurity :for large 
fums of money advanced by the bankers of Benares to the ufe of the Eaft India Company ; 
which orders (if the faid Refident would or could have executed them) muft have raifed an uni- 
verfal alarm among all the confiderable men of the Country concerned .in the Government, and 
would have bcen a means of fubverting the public credit of the Company, by the murder of a 
períon engaged for very great lums of moncy that had been advanced for their ufe.-—And the faid 
inftructions is as fuiloweth : 


“<< If any engagement fhall actually fubfift between them at the time you have charge of the 
Refidency, it muft, however exceptionable, be faithfully obferved ; -but if he has been uilty 
s of any criminal offence to the Nabob, his mafter, for which no immunity is provided in the 
*© engaxcment, or he fhali break any one of the conditions of it, I do moft ftrictly enjoin you, 
< and it muft be your fpecial care to endeavour, either by force or furprize, to fecure his perfon, 
& and bring him to juftice: By bringing him to juftice, I mean that you urge the Nabob, on 
é due conviction, to punt/h him with death, as a neceflary example to deter others from the com- 
‘* miffion of the like crimes; nor muft you defift till this is effe&ted.—I cannot -prefcribe the 
€ means ; but to guard myfelf againit the obloquy to which I may be expofed by a forced mif- 
< conftruciion of this order, by thofe who may hereafter be employed in fearching our records 
for cavils and informations again{ft me, I think it proper to forbid, and protcft againit the ufe 
< of any fraudulent artifice or treachery ta accomplifh the end which I have fore ; and as you 
-<€ alone are privy to the order, you will of courfe obferve the greateft fecrecy that it may not 
“<< tranfpire: But I repeat my recommendation of it, as one of the firft and moft effential duties 
‘© of your office.” . 


A 


n 
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LX XIII. 


That among the reafons affigned for putting to death the faid Almas Ali, which the faid 
Haflings did recommend direétly and repeatedly to the Refident, ** as one of the firft and moft 
<< effential duties of his office,’’ was in fubftance, ‘* that by his extenfive truft with regard to the 

«c revenues, he had been permitted to acquire independency ; that the means thereof had been 
ec long feen, and the effcéts thereof foretold, by every perfon acquainted with the ftate of Go- 
** vernment, except thofe immediately intereftcd in it:’? And he the faid Warren Haftings did 
alfo churge the faid Almas Ali with embezzlement of the revenues, and oppreffion of the people, 
and nothing appears to difprove the fame, but much to give ground toa prefumption, that the 
faid Almas Ali did grievoufly abufe the power committed to him, as Farmer and Collector of the 
Revenue, to the great oppreffion of the inhabitants of the countries which had been rented to him 
‘by Hyder Beg Khan, with the knowledge and confent of the faid Warren Hattings. 


U u LXXIV. That 
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That the Refident Briftow, declining the violent attempt on the life of Almas Ali, deceit- 
fully ordered by the faid Warren Haftings, did, on weighty reafons, drawn from the fpirit of 
the faid Haftings’s own inftructions, recommend that his the faid Almas Ali Khan’s farms of 
revenue, or a great part of them, fhould be, on the expiration of his leafe, taken out of his 
hands, as being too extenfive, and fupplying the means of a dangerous power in the country: 
‘But yet he the faid Warren agp, did not only continue him in the poffeffion of the faid re- 
venues, but did give to him a new leafe thereof, forthe term of five years. And on this reno- 
vation and increafe of truft the faid Warren Hattings did not confent or produce the informer, 
upon whofe credit he had made his charge of capital crimes on the faid Almas Ali, and had di- 
rected him to be put to death, or call upon him to make good his charges; but inftead of this, 
tctally changing his relation to the faid Almas Ali, and did himfelf labour to procure from all 
parts, atteftations to prove him not guilty of the perfidy and difloyalty of which the faid Haf- 
tings himfelf appears to have been to that very time his fole accufer, as he hath fince been his 
molt anxious advocate; but though he dd ufe many endeavours to acquit Almas Ali of his 
intended ‘flight, yet concerning his embezzlements and oppreffions, the moft important of all 
charges relative to that of the revenue and collection, he the faid Haftings hath made no enquiry 
whatever, by which it might appear that he was not as fully guilty thereof as he had always 
reprefented him to be. But fome time atter he the faid Warren Haftings had arrived at Luck- 
now, in the year 1784, he fugeefted to the faid Aimas -Ali Khan the advance to the Company’s 
ufe of a fum of money, amounting:to fifty thoufand pounds, or thereabouts ; and the faid fug- 
gefted:advance was (as the faid Warren Haftings afferts, no witnefs or document of the tranf- 
aStion appearing) ‘* chearfully, and without hefitation, complied with, conlidering it as an 
€c evides Jtofinahiy offered for the general refutation of the eharges of pe:fidy and difloyalty ;” 
—which practice of charging- wealthy perfons with treafon and difloyalty, and afterwards ac- 
quitting them, on the payment of a fum of money, is highly fcandalous to the honour, juftice, 
and government of Great Britain ; and the offence is highly aggravated by the faid Haitin,:s’s 
declaration.to the Court of Directors, ‘that the charges againft Almas Ali Khan have been too 
laborioufly urged againft him; and curried at one time to fuch an excefs, which had nearly 
driven him to abandon his country, ‘‘ fər the prefervation of his life and honour” and thus to 
give a ** colour to the charges themfelves,”” when he the faid Warren Haftings did well know, 
that he himfelf did confider as a crime, and did make it an article in a formal accufation againft 
the Refident Middleton, that he did not inform him, the faid Haftings, of the fuppofed treafons 
of Almas Ali Khan, and of his defign to abandon the Country, when he himfelf did moft la- 
borioufly urge the charges againft him; and when no attempt appears to have been made againft 
the life of the faid Almas.Ali Khan, except by the faid- Warren Haftings himfelf, 


LXXV. 


That the fum of fifty thoufand pounds fterling, or thereabouts, publicly taken by the faid 
Warren Haftings, as an advance for the ufe of the Company, if given as a confideration or 
fine, on account of the renewal, for a long term, of civil authority and military command, and 
the colle&tion of the revenues to an immenfe amount, the fame being at leaft eight hundred 
thoufand pounds fterling yearly, was fo totally inadequate to the intereft g-anted, that it may 
juftly be prefumed, it was not on that, or on any public ground or condition, that the faid 
Haltings did delegate, out of all reach of refumption or correction, a leafe of boundlefs power 
and enormous profit,. for.fo long aterm, toa known oppreffor of the Country. 


LXXVI. 


That Warren Haftings being.at Lucknow in confequence of his“deputation aforefaid, did, 
in his Ietter from that city, dated 3oth of April 1784, recommend to the Court of Directors, 
c as his A and ultimate hope, that their wifdom would put a final period to the ruinons and dif- 
$c: yepiuable fyfiem of interference, whether avowed or fecret, in the affairs of the Nabob of 
«c Owde; and withdraw for ever the influence by which-it is maintained ;”? and that they ought 
to confine their views to the fole maintenance of the oid brigade ftationed in Owde, by virtue of 
the firft treaty-with the reigning Nabob; exprefiing h.mfelf in the following words to the Court 
ef Dire&tors: ** If you tranfgrefs that line, you may extend the diffribution of patronage, and add 
sc to the fortunes of individua’'s, and tothe nominal riches of.Gre-t Britain; but your own inte- 
«c refta will fuffer by it; and the ruin of a great and once-flourifhing nation will be recorded as the 
€c work of your Adminifiration, with an everlafling reproach to the Britifh name. To this reafoning 
<: I fhall join the obligations cf f csc and good faith, which cut off every pretext for.your exercifing 
se any power or authority in this Country, as long as the Sovereign of it fulfils the engagements he has 


s6, grticled. with you.” 
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LXXVII. 


That it appears, by the extraordinary recommendation aforefaid, afferted by him the faid 
Flaftings to be enforced by the ‘* obigations of juftice and good faith, that the faid Warren Hai- 
tings, at the time of writing the faid letter, had made an agrcement to withdraw the Britifh in- 
terference, reprefented by him ** as a ruinous and difreputable fyftem,”? out of the dominions of 
the Nabob of Owde. But the inftrument itfelf in which the faid agreement is made (if at all 
ex.{ting) does not appear; nor hath the faid Haftings tranfmitted any documents relative to the 
iaid treaty, which isa negicct highly criminal ; efpec:ally as he has informed the Company, in 
his letter from Benares, ** that he has promifed the Nabob that he will not abandon him to the 
** chance of any other mode of relation ; and moft confidently given him aflurance of the ratifica- 
<< tion and confirmation of that which he (the faid Haftings) had eftablifhed between his Govern- 
< ment and the Company :” The faid confident affurance being given toan agreement never pro- 
duced, and made without any fort of authority trom the Court of D.reétors; an agreement 
precluding, on the one hand, the operation of the difcretion of his mafters in the conduét of 
their affairs; or, on the other, fubjecting them to the hazard of an imputation on their faith, by 
breaking an engagement confidently made in their name, though without their confent, by the 
firft oficer of their Government. 


That the faid Haftings, further to preclude the operation of fuch difcretionary condu& in 
the adminiftration of this kingdom, as circumftances might call for, has informed the Direc- 
tors, that he has gone fo far a. even to condition the exittence of the revenue itfelf, with the 
exclufion of the Company, his mafters, from ail interference whatfoever ; for in his letter to 
Mr. Wheler, dated Benares,’20th of September, 1784; are the following words: ‘** The 
s% aumils [collectors] demanded that a claufe fhould be inferted in their engagements, that they 
t% were to be in full force for the complcat term of their leafes, provides that no foreign autha- 
‘¢ rity was exercifed over them: or in other words, that their engagements were to ceafe whenever 
t: they Should be interrupted in their funtions by the interference of an Englifh Agent. This requi- 
s< fition was officially notified to me by the a&ting Minifter, and referred to me in form by the 
-4 Nabob Vizier, for my previous confent to it: [encouraged it, and I gave my confent to it.’” 

And the faid Haftings has been guilty of the higheft prefumption, to inform his (aid maiters, that 
he has taken that courfe to compel them‘not to violate the affurances given by him in their 
name :—*‘* There is one condition [namely, the above condition] which efJentially conneéis the 


<< confirmation of the Settlement itfelf with the interefts of the Company.” 
LXXVIII. 


“That the faid Warren Haftings, who did fhew an indecent diftruft of the Company’s faith, 
did endeavour, before that time, at other times, ‘namely, in his inftru@ions to his fecret 
agent, Major Palmer, dated the 6th of May,:1782, to limit the confidence to be repofed in 
the Britifh Government to the duration of his own power, in the following words, in the fifth 
article: ‘* It is very much my defire to imprefs the Nabob with a thorouzh confidence in the 
s faith and juftice of our government; that is to fay, in my own, while L am at the head of 
*< it: I cannot be anfwerable for the aéts of others independent of ‘me.’’ i 


LXXIX. 


That the faid Warren Haftings did, in his letter, dated Benares, the 1ft of October, 1784, 
to the Court of Direétors, write, ‘* that if they [the Directors] manifeited no Symp- 
“* toms of an iatended interference, the objects of his engagements will be obtained; but if a 
< different policy fhall be adapted; if new agents are fent into the country, and armed with 
** authority for the purpofes of vengeance or corruption (for to no other will they be applied) ; if 
** new demands are made on the Nibob Vizier, and accounts overcharged on one fide, with a 
** wide Intitude taken on the other, to fwell his debt beyond the means of payment; if poli- 
** tical dangers are portended, to ground on them the plea of burtheniag his country with un- 
< neceilary defences and enerinous fubfidies ; or if, even abftaining from direct encroachments on 
“< the Nabsb’s rights, your Government fhall fhew but a degree of perfonal hindnefs to the partizans 
“< of the late ufurpation, or by any conftruéctive indication of partiality and diflatisfaction, fur- 
“< nifh grounds for the expectation of an approaching change of fyftem ;—I am forry to fay that 
** all my labours will prove abortive.” 


LXXX. 


That all the meafures deprecated in future by the faid Warren Haftings, with a reference to 
former conduct, in his feveral letters aforefaid, being (fo far as the fame are intelligible) fix in 
number, have been all of them the proper acts and meafures of the faid Warren Haftings him- 
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felf; for he did himfelf firt of all introduce, and tid af cre ards continue and fug; ort, tha. 
interference (which he now informs the Court of Davei s *tasinmous and d reputo e, aid 
< which the very /ymptoms of an intention to renew, bz € cdidsrs im th’ highiir d ince dange- 
rous); he did dincét, with a controuling and ab. tue auw hority, in very dep r mont of po- 
vernment, and in every diftrict in the dominions or t Niveob ct Owe — © mdly, Ihe 
appointment of Agen's, which was em'mently the et ef DIS OWN advernitt BORE 8: a he not oniy 
retaining many Agents in the country of Ouds, borh “S ferret and aout. ed ‘Ui o {nding fome 
of them, in defiance to the ordeis of that very Court ot Directors, te we m, in his faid letter 
of the :ft of October, 17% 4; he affigns ** vengeance and Corruption,” as the only motives that 
can produce fuch appointments.— Thirdly, “T hat he the faid Warren Hanings did inffrucdt one 
of the faid Agents, and did charge him, upon pain of 4t a dead pu! respo jibility,” to perform 
fundry acts of violence againft perfons of the highef diftingtion, an. meaie’* rela:ion to the 
Prince; which aéts were juftly hable to the imputation of *© wengearre” in the execution, and 
which he, in his reply to the detence of Middleton to one of h's ci. g s, did declare to be lable 
to the fuflpicion of ** corruption in the relaxation.”’—Fourthly, “Phat he did rare new demands 
on the Vizier, ‘* and overcharge accourts on one fide, and take a w de lat tude on the other,” 
by fending up a new and before unheard-of overcharge of four hundred thoufand pounds and 
upwards, not made by the Refident, or admitted by the Vizier; an] by adJing the fame, did 
fwell his debt ** beyond the means of payment ;”’ and did even infert, as the ninth article of his 
.charge againft Middleton, ‘* his omitting tot:ke any notice of the additional balarce of rupees 
* 26,483,571, ftated by the Accountant General to be due from the Vizier on the goth of April 
<< 1780,” to which he did add 14 lack more, making together the ab-ve fum.—F f hiy, That 
‘he the faid Warren Haftings did affign ** political dangers” in his minute of the 13th December 
2779, for burthening the faid Nabob of Owde ** with unneceflary defences and enormous fubfi- 
<< dies,” with regard to which he then declared, that ** it was our part, not kis (the Nabob’s) 
€ to judge and to determine.” —And fixthly, that he did not only fhew the defign, but the fact 
of perfonal kindnefs tothe partizans of what he here calls, as wel] as in another letter, and in 
one minute of confultation, a ‘* late ufurpation,’’ he having rewarded the principal and moft 
obnoxious of the inftruments of the faid late ufurpation, (if fuch it was) Richard Johnion, 
Efquire, with an honourable and profitable embafly to the Court of the Nizam. 


LXXXI. 


That the faid Warren Haftings, therefore, by affuming an authority which he himfelf did 
confider as an ufurpaiion, and by acts, in virtue of that ufurped authority, done in his own 
proper perfon, and by agents appointed by himfelf, and proceeding (though with fome miti- 
gation, for which one of them was by him cenfured and accufed) under his own exprefs and 
pofitive orders and inftruGions, and thereby eftablifhing, as he himfelf obferved, a fyftem of 
“© interference, difreputable and ruinous, which could only be {ubfervient to promote patron- 
“* age, private intereft, private cmbezzlement, corruption, and vengeance,” to the public detri- 
ment of the Company, ‘4 and tothe ruinof a once flourifhing nation, and eternally reproach- 
<< ful to the Britifh name ;”’ and for the evil effeéts of which fyftem, ** as his fole and ultimate 
«c hope” and remedy, he recommends an entire abdication for ever, not only of all power and 
authority, but even of the interference and influence of Great. Britain ;—is guilty of an high 
crime and mifdemeanor, 


LXXXII. 


That the faid Warren Haftings, in his letter from Chunar, of the 29th of November, 658i, 
‘has reprefented that very influence and interference (which in three public papers he denomi- 
-nates ** a late ufurpation’’) as being authorized by a regular treaty and agreement, voluntarily 
made with the Nabob himfelf, at a place called Chunar, on the 19th of September, r=S1, 
a copy of which hath been tranfmitted to the Court of Direétors ; and that three perfons were 
prefent at the execution of the fame, two whereof were Middleton and Johnfon, his Agents 
and Refidents at Owde, the third, the Minifter of the Nabob. And he did, in his paper 
written to the Council General, and tranfmutted to the Court cf Dircéto-s, not only declare 
that the faid interference was agreed to by the faid Nabob, and fealed with his feal, but wouid 
be highly beneficial to him; affluring the faid Council, ‘€ that if the Retident performed his 
** duty, in the execution of his [the faid Haftings’s] inftru@tions, the Nabob’s part of the en- 
“* gagement will prove of ftill greater benefit to him than to our government, in whofe behalf 
€ it was exacted; and that the participation which is allowed our Refident in the tnfpection of 
** the public treafure, will fecure the receipt of the Company’s demands, whillt the influence 
s< which our government will ALWAYS poffe/s over the public Mixifter of the Nabob, and the autho- 
s6 rity of our own, will be an effectual means of fecuring an attentive and faithful difcharge of 


ss their feveral trufts, both towards the Company and the Vizier,” 
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LXXXIII, 


And the faid Warren Haftings did not only fettle a plan, of which the agency'and interference 
aforefaid was a part, and affert the beneficial confequences thereof, but did alfo record, that the 
fame ‘* wasa great public meafure, conftituted on a large and ¢ffablifhed fyftem, aand deftru€tive in 
<< its inftant effects of the intereft and fortune of many patronized individuals ;”” and, in confe- 
quence of the faid treaty, he the faid Warren Haftings did authorize and pofitively require his 
agent aforefaid to interfere in, and controul and regulate, al? the Nabob’s affairs whatfoever ; and 
the faid Warren Haftings having made for the Company, and in its name, an acquifition of power 
and authority, even if it had been abufed by others, he ought to have remedied the abufe, and 
brought the guilty to condign punifhment, inftead of making another treaty, without their ap- 
probation, confent, or knowledge, and to this time not communicated to them; by which it 
appears he has annulled the formét treaty, and the authority thereby acquired to the Company, 
‘as a grievance and ufurpation, to which, from the general corruption of their fervice, no other 
remedy could be applied than a formal renunciation-of their power and influence; for which faid 
actings and doings the faid Warren Hafttings is guilty of an high crime and mifdemeanor. 


LXXXIV. 


That the Company’s army in India is an obje& requiring the moft vigilant and conftant in- 
{fpećtion, both to the happinefs of the natives, the fecurity-of the Britifh power, and to its 
own obedience and difcipline, does require that infpeétion, in proportion as it is removed from 
the principal feat of Government; and the number and difcipline of the troops kept up by the 
native Princes, along with Britifh troops, is alfo of great moment and importance to the 
fame ends: "That Warren Haftings, Efq; pretending to purfue the fame, did, in virtue of 
an authority acquired by the treaty of Chunar aforcfaid, give ftri€t orders, and to which he 
did demand a mft implicit obedience, that all Officers of the Nabob’s army fhould be appointed 
€c with the concurrence A the Refident ;? and fuppofing the cafe, that perfons of obnoxious de- 
{cription, or of know difaffecétion to the Britifh Government (of which he left the Refident to 
be the Judge) he did direét in the following words: ‘** You are in fuch cafe to remonftrate 
< apainft it; and if the Vizier fhould perfift in his ences you are peremptorily, aud in my 
“<< name, to oppofe it as a breach of his agreement ;’’ and he did alfo direct, that the ** Mootiana 
€ [or foldicrs employed for the colleétion of Revenue] fhould be reformed, and reduced into 
€ one corps for the whole fervice; and that wo infantry fhould be left in the MNabob’s fer- 
“© vice, but:-what may be neceflary for his body guard ;”"—and he did further order and dire&t 
as follows: ‘* That in quelling difturbances, the Commander of the forces fhould affift you 
< [the faid Refident] onthe requifition of the Vizier, communicated through you to-him [the 
<< faid Commander] or at your own fingle application. It is directed, that the regiment ordered 
<< -for the immediate protection of your office and perfon, at Lucknow, fhall be relieved every 
ec three months, and during its ftay there fhall aét folely and exclufively under your orders.’” 
And it appears, in the courfe of the Company’s -correfpondence, that the country troops, 
under the Nabob’s fole direétion, would be ill-difciplined and unferviceable, if not worfe; and 
therefore the faid: Warren Haftings did order, that ** no infantry fhould be kept in his ferviee ;”” 
yet it appears that the faid Warren Haftings did make an arrangement for a body of native 
troops, wholly out of the controul or infpection of the Britifh Government, arid left a written 
order in the hands of Major Palmer (one of 4is Agents, who had been continued there, though 
the Company was not permitted to employ any) to be tranfmitted to Colonel Cumming, as foon 
as an adequate force fhall be provided for the defence of the Nabob’s frontier, by detachments 
from the Nabob’s own battalions, the faid Colonel Cumming’s forces, whom the others-were to 
fupercede and’ replace, confifting wee of infantry, and which, being -intended for the fame 
fervice, -were probably of the fame conftitution. 


‘That the old brigade of Britifh troops, which by treaty was to remain, had been directed, by 
the inftruétions of the faid. Haftings to the Refident Middleton, and to the Refident Briftow, 
<< not to be employed at the requifition of the Vizier, any otherwife than through the-Refident ;”’ 
and the faid direction was properly given, it not being fit that Britifh troops fhould be under 
the fole direction of Foreign independent Princes, or of any other than the Britifh government; 

et, notwithftanding the proper and neceffary direction efaid, he the faid Warren Haftings 
hath left the faid troops, by his new treaty, without any local controul, or even infpedtion, 
notwithitanding his powers under the treaty of Chunar, and his own repeated orders, and not- 
withitanding tne miichiefs and dangers which the faid Warren Haftings did forefee would refult 
therefrom, if left under the fole direction of the Nabob, and their own diftretion, the faid 
Haftings having ftipulated with the faid Nabob not: to exercife any authority, or evén influence, 
fecret or avowed, within his dominions. 


XX LXXXVI. Tha 


€ #90 ) 


LXXXVI. 


‘That the crime of the faid Warren Haftings, in attempting thus to abandon the Britifh army 
to the fole difcretion of the Nabob of Owde, is exceedingly aggravated by the defcription given 
by him feverally of the faid Nabob of Owde, and of the Britifh army ftationed for the defence 
of his dominions ; in his letters to the Court of Directors, and in his minutes of confultation, and 

articularly in his let:er. of immediately on the acceffion of the 
Nabob, he did inform the faid Court; ** that the Nabob had not, bv all accounts, the qualities 
«< of the head or heart which: fitted him for that office, though there was no difpute concern- 
‘¢ ing his right to fucceed ;”? and fome years afterwards, when his accounts muft have been 
rendered more certain, he did, in his' minute of confultation, of the 15th of December, 1779, 
(regularly tranfmitted to the Court of Directors) upon a ajenan for withdrawing certain 
troops, kept up in the Nabob’s country without his confent, by him the faid Warren Haftings, 
ftrongly urge as follows: ** The neceffity of maintaining the influence and force which we pof- 
<< fefs in the country, that the diforders of his State [the Nabob of Owde’s State] and diffipation 
<< of his Revenues, are the effects of his own conduct, which has failed, not fo much from the 
< ufual effeéts.of incapacity, as from the-deteftable choice he has made of the Miniiters of his 
< power, and the participation of his confidence. I forbear to expatiate further on his charaéter : 
<< It is fufficient that I am underftood by the Members of this Board, who muft know the truth 
“<< of my allufions. Mr. Francis [a Member of the Board] furely was not aware of the injur 
€ he did me [Warren Haftings] by attributing to the {pirit of party the character I gave Afup 
< ul Dowlah [the Nabob of Owde] he himfelf knows it-te-be true; and it is one of oye notorteties 
& which pl eters the neceffity of any evidence. I was forced to the allufion I made, by the imputation 
“© cafè on this Government, as having caufed the evils which prevail in the Government cf the Nabob 
& of Owde, which I could only ee by .afcribing them to their true caufe, the characier and conduét 
<< of the Nabob of Owde.’” And the Refident (appointed by the faid Haftin_s, again{t the orders 
of the Court of Direétors) as his particular confidential reprefentative, one whom the {aid Nabob 
did himfelf requeft might be continued with him, -y an engagement in writing, for ever, did fome 
time before, that is, on the 3d of January 1779, allure the faid Haftings and the Council Gene- 
ral, ‘* that fuch is his kxcellency’s [the Nabeb of Owde’s] difpofition, and fo entirely has he loft 
<c the confidence and aHeétions of his fubjects, that unlefs fome rcitraint is impofed on him, 
«c which would. effectually fecure thofe who live under the proteétion of his Government from 
€& violence and oppreffian, I am but too well convinced, that no man of reputation or property 
< will long continue in thefe provinces.” And that the faid Refident procceds to an inítance of 
oppreffion and rapine, ** out of many of the Nabob’s, which has caufed a total difaffeCtion and 
«< want of confidence among his fubjects; he hoped the Board would take it into their humane 
< ‘confideration, and interpofe their imfluence, and prevent an act which would inevitably bring 
& difgrace upon himfelf, and a proportionable degrec of difcredit on the national character of the 
« Englifh, which I confider to be more or lefs concerned in evcry act of his Adminiftration.”’ 


‘*LXXXVII. 


"That no exception-was.ever-taken by the faid Warren Haftings to the truth of the facts, or to 
the juftnefs of the obfervation of the faid Refident, which he did tranfmit to the Court of Direc- 
tors. And the faid Warren Haftings, in his letter from Chunar, dated the 29th of November 
4781, fpeaking.of the reftraints which had been put by him the faid Haftings on the Nabob, re- 
lative to his own Mootiana, ‘or forces for collection-and police, and the neceffity of giving the 
Refident a controul in the nomination of the officers of his army, has afferted, ** that the neceflity 
<< of the refervation arofe froma too well known defect in the Nabob’s character ; if this check be 
<< withdrawn, and the choice left abfolutely to the Nabob, the firft commands in his army will 
<< be filled with the moft worthlefs and abandoned of his fubjects—his late Commander in Chief 
‘© is a fignal and fcandalous inftance of this.”’ 


LXXXVIII. 


And the faid Warren Haftings, in his letter to the Court of Dire€tors, dated Benares, the 
I5th of Otober, 1784, even after he had made the aforefaid renunciation of the Company’s 
authority and influence to the Nabob, did write, ** that the Nabob, though moft ventle in his 
& manners, and endued with an underftagding much-above the common level, has been 
“* unfortunately bred up in habits that draw his attention too much from his own affairs, and 
& often fubject him to the guidance of infidious and unworthy confidants >’ which, though more 
decently expreffed, with regard to the Nabob, than in his former minutes, futftantially agrees 
withthem. And the faid Warren Haftings did inform the Court of Directors, after he had 
folemnly coyenanted to withdraw all the Company’s iifluence, on the affurances and prom'fes 
of a perfon fo by himfelf defcribed, that for reafons grounded on his knowledge of the imbe- 
cility. of. the character of. the Nabob, he waited in a frontier town, *¢ that he might be at hand 


to 


( yt ) 


cAto counteract any attempt to defeat the effect of his proceedings at Lucknow ;” and in his 
Jetz r co Mr. W heler from the fame place, he did write in the following words; ** I am ftill near’ 
< enough w attend to the firft effects of the execution, and to interfere with my influence for 
<< the rcinoval of any obftruétions to which they are or may be liable.” He therefore found 
that there was none, or but an infufficient fecurity to the eea ‘of his treaty, but in his own 
dire&t perfonal violation of it. What otherwife was wanting in the fecurity for the Nabob’s 
engagements, was to be fupplied as follows: «4 The moft refpectable perfons of his family 
<¢ will be employed to counteract every other which may tend to warp him from it; and Iam 
«< forry to fay, that fuch affiflance was wanting.” And in another letter, ‘* that he had equal 
« ground to expedci every degree of fupport which could be given it by one pii chara€ters of his 
ec family, who are warmly and zealouifly interefted in jt? The principal male character of 
the tamily, and of the moft influence in that family, being Salar Jung, uncle to the Nabob ; 
and the fiift female characters of the family, being the mother and grandmother of the reignin 
fovereign ; ail of whom, male and female, he the faid Warren Haftings, in fundry letters o 
his own, in the tran{miffion of various official documents, and even in affidavits {tudioufly 
collected, and fworn before Sir-Elijah Impey, during his fhort refidence at Lucknow and 
Benares, did himfelf reprefent as perfons entirely difaffeéted to the Englifh power in India, as 
having been prircipal promoters, if not original contrivers, of a general rebellion and revolt, 
for the utter extirpation of the Englifh nation ; and as {uch he the faid Warren Haftings did 
compel the Nabob reluctantly to take from them their landed eftates ; and yet the faid arren 
Haftings has had the prefumption to attempt to impofe on the Eaft India Company, by pre- 
tending to place his reliance on thofe three perfons for a fettlement favourable to the Company’s 
interef{ts, on his renunciation of all their own power, authority,;and influence, and on his leaving 
their army to the fole and-uncontrouled difcretion of a‘ftranger, meriting in his opinion the 
defcription given by him as aforefaid, as well as by him frequently afferted to be. politically 
incapible of fupporting his own power, without the aid of the forces of the Company. 
And the offence of the faid Warren Haftings, in abandoning a confiderable part of the 
Britifh army in the manner aforefaid, is much encreafed by the defcription which:he has 
himfelf given of the ftate of the faid army, and particularly of that: part thereof*which is 
ftationed in the Nabob of OQwde’s. dominions. For he did himfelf, on the 29th of November, 
1781, tranfmit the information following on that fubjeét to the Court of Direétors, namely, 
<c that che remote'‘ftutions of rhofe troops, placing the commanding officers beyond the noti¢e . 
« and controul of the Board [the Council General] at Calcutta, afforded too much of oppor- 
'« tunity and temptation for unwarrantable emoluments, and excited the contagion of peculation and 
<c ra acity ‘throughout the whoe army; a molt remarkable inftance, and uncontrovertable proof 
e of the prevalence of this fpirit, has been feen in theCourt Martial upon Captain Erfkine, 
«c where the Court, compofed of officers of rank and refpeétable characters, unantmoufly and 
“< honourably (22/7 EEEE E upon an acknowledged fa&, acquitted him, which, im times 
<< of ftiidter diicipline,’ would have been deemed a crime deferving the fevereft punifhment.” 
. From which reprefentation (if the faid Warren Haftings did not falfely and unjuftly accufe 
and flander the Company’s fervice) it appeared, that the peculation which infeéted the whole 
army, derived from the taint which it had tn Ouwde, and fo fatal to the difcipline of the 
troops, would be dangeroufly encreafed by his treaty and agreement aforefaid with the Nabob, 
and by his own faid evil counfel to the Court of Dire€tors. iar ae l ie i ye ee 


LXXXIX. 


‘That it appears, after the faid Warren Haftings had, on grounds fo difgracéful ‘to the 
: Britith nation and government, agreed to remove for ever the Britifh influence and interference 
fiom tre government of Owde, on account of the diforders in the faid government, ` folely 
produced by his own criminal a&ts and criminal connivances, that he did overturn his own 
fettlement as foon as he had made it; and did, after he had abolifhed the Company’s Refi- 
_dency as a grievance, wholly violate his own folemn agreement; for he did, for his private 
purpofes, continue thercin his own private agent, Major Palmer, with a number of officers 
and penfioners, at a charge to the revenues of the country greatly exceeding that of'the 
eftablifhment under Mr. Briftow, which he did reprefent as frightfully enormous,. and which 
' he pretended to remove ; the former amounting to £.112,959, the latter only to £.64,202. 


XC, 


That his own fecret agent, Major Palmer, did receive a falary or allowance equal to 
f£-22,800 a year, out of the diftrefled province of Owde 5 and this the faid Palmer did declare 
' not to be more than -he abfolutely did really and bona fide fpend ; and that he had retrenched 
confiderably ‘* in fome of the articles, fince the expence has been borne by the Vizier, and 
«© im every particular he made as little parade and appearance as his ftation would admit,” his 
ftation being that of: the faid Warren Haftings’s private Agent. But if the faid large ay 
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muft be confidered as merely equal to the expences, large fecret emoluments muft be prefumeéd 
to attend it, in order to make it a place advantageous to the holder thereof. That the faid 
Palmer did apply to the Board at Calcutta for a new authority to continue the faid eftablifh- 
ments, he conceiving their continuance ‘* after the period of the Governor General’s departure, 
“¢ depended upon the pleafure of the Board, and not upon the autho: ity of the Governor General, 
<t under the fanGion of which.they were eflabifhed or confirmed.” 


XCI. 


That the faid Warren Haftings, in order to ruin the Refident Briftow, and to juftify him- 
felf for his former proceedings refpecting him, d.d bring betore the: Board a new charge againtt 
him, for having paid a large eftablifhment of offices and penfions to the Company’s fervants, 
from the revenues of Owde; and the faid Briftow, in making his defence againit the charge 
aforefaid, did:plead, that he had found all the allowances,on his lift eftablhifhed before his laít 
appointment to the Refidency; that they had grown to that excefs in the interval between his 
firt removal by the faid Warren Haftinus, and his re-appointment; and having adduced 
many reafons to. make it highly improbable that the faid Haftings was paei well acquainted 
with it, and did approve of the expenfive eftablifhments wh:ch he the faid Briftow fimply 
had paid, but not impofed, he did alledge, b-fides the official affurances of his predeceffor 
Middleton, certain. facts as amounting to a direét proof that the Governor General, Warren 
Haftings, was not averfe to the Viz‘er’s granting large falaries to more than one European 
Gentleman ; and the firt inftance was to Mr. ‘Thomas, a furgeon, who, exclufive of his pay 
from the Company, which was {.1,44> a year, claimed from the Vizier, with Mr. Haftings’s 
knowledge, the fum of £.9,763 a year, and upwards, making together £.11,203 per annum. 
— I he next was Mr. ‘Trevor Wheler, who did receive upon the fame eflavlithment, when 
he was fourth Afiftant at Owde, £.6,000 a year; and which laft fac the faid Huftings 
has admitted upon record, ‘* that the accufations of Mr. Briftow and Mr. Cowper, did 
< oblige and compel him to acknowledge,” denying at the fame time that the allowance of 
the Refidents Middleton and. B:iftow, except im this fingle inftance, were ever authorized 
by him: Whereas his own agent Palmer did, in his letter of the m ff of- March, 1785, re- 


prefent that the faid falaries and aliowances (if not more and larger) were by him authorized 
or confirmed, 


” KCI. 


‘That the aforefaid’ Briftow did alfo produce the following letter, in proof that Mr. aftings 
knew and approved of large falaries to Britifh fubjects upon tne revenues of Owde, and 
which he. did declare that nothing but the neceffity of felf-defence could have induced. him to 
produce. 


- © Dear Briftow, 


s Sir Eyr? Coote has. fome. field allowances to receive from the Vizier, they amount to 
<< Sicca rupees 15,554 per month, and he has been paid up by the Vizier to the 20th of 
« Auguft, 1782. oa Governor has direéted me to write to you, to requeft you to receive 
« what is due.from the Vizier from the. 20th Auguft laft, at the rate of Lucknow Sicca 
<< rupees 15,554 per month, and fend mea bill for the amount, the receipt of which I will 
4 acknowledge in the capacitv-of Sir Eyre Coote’s attorney ; and the Governor defires that 
« you will continue to receive Sir Eyre Coote’s field allowances at the fame rate, and remit 
€ the money to me as it comes in. 


é Calcutta, January 25, 1783. {Signéd) CHARLES CROFTES.,.” 


ACILI. 


'"Fhat Sit Eyre Coote aforefaid was, at the time of the- faid field allowances, not ferving 
in the country of Owde, on which the faid. allowances were charged, but in the Carnatic. 


XCIV. 


That from the declaration of the faid Haftings himfe'f, that it was the conviction of Mr. 
‘Briftow and Mr. Cowper that-could alone ab/ige and compel him to acknow.edge certain of his 
aforefaid. practices, and that nothing but the meceffity of jeif-d:fence could have induced Mr. 
Briftow to make public another, and much ftrenger, inftance of the fame, it is to be violently 
prefumed, that where -thefe two, or either or both, neceffities did not exift, many evil and 
eppreflive practices of the faid Haftings do remain undifcovered. That if it had not been 
for the contefts between -him the faid. Flaitings and the Refident Bristow, not only the eee 
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mentioned particulars, but the whole of the expenfive civil eftablifhments for Englith fervants 
at Owde, would have been for ever concealed from the Directors, and from Parliament; and 
yct the faid Haftings has had the audacity to pretend fo complete an ignorance of the faéts, 
that repreienting the Vizier as objecting to the largenefs of the payments made by Briftow, 
and ftating a very reduced lift, which he was willing to allow for, amounting to £.30,000 a 
year, the faid Haftings did affect to be alarmed at the magnitude, even of the lift fo curtailed, 
exprefling himfelf as follows, in his minute of the 7th of December, 1784—‘* For my own 
<c part, when the Vizier’s Minifter firft informed me that the amount which his mafter had 
‘© authorized, and was willing to admit, forthe charges of the Refidency, and the allowances 
c of tne Gentlemen at: Lucknow, was 25,000 rupees per month, I own I was ftartled at the 
& magnitude of the fum, and was fome days hefitating in my mind whether I could with 
< propriety admit of it.” Whereas he well knew that the three fums alone, of which the 
necef—ities aforefaid had compelled the difcovery, did greatly exceed that fum, of which, at 
the fift hearing he affects to have been fo exceedingly alarmed, and thrown into a ftate of 
hefitation, which continued for fome days: and although he the faid Haftings was confcious 
that he had at the very time authorized an eftablifhment to more than four times the amount 
thereof, 


XCV. 


That in the faid deceits, prevarications, contradictions, malicious aecufations, fraudulent 
concealments, and compelled difcoveries, aswell as in the faid fecret, corrupt, and prodigal 
difpofition of the revenues of Owde, as well as in his breach of faith to the Nabob, in con- 
tinuing expenfive eftablifhments, under a private agent of his own, after he had agreed to 
remove the Company’s agent, the faid Warren Haftings is guilty of an high’ offence and 
mifdemeanor. 





(Wo. 17.) 
MAHOMED REZA KHAN 


‘I. 


ss HAT it was the declared policy of the Company, on the acquifition of the Duannee of 
Bengal, to‘continue the Country Government, under the infpeétion of the Refident at 
the Nabob’s Durbar in the firft inftance, and that of the Prefident and Council in the laft ; 
-and for that purpofe they did {tipulate to affign, for the fupport of the dignity of the Nabob, 
an annual allowance from the revenues, equal to four hundred pounds a year. 


II. 


That, during the Country Government, the principal active perfon in the adminiftration of 
affairs, for rank, and for reputation of probity, and of knowledge in the revenues and the 
Jaws, was Mahomed Reza Khan, who, befides large landed property, was poffeffed of offices, 
whole emoluments amounted nearly, if not altogether, to one hundred thoufand pounds a 


“year. 
III. 


That the Company’s fervants, in the beginning, were not converfant in the affairs of the 
revenue, and {tood in need of natives of integrity and experience to act in the management 
thereof. On that ground, as well as in regard to the rank which Mahomed Reza Khan held 
in the country, and the confidence of the people in him, they, the Prefident and Council, 
did inform the Court of Directors, in their letter of the 30th of September, 1765, that 
« as Mahomed Reza Khan’s {hort adminiftration was irreproachable, they determined to 
€ continue him ina fhare of the authority ;” and this information was not given lightly, 
‘but was founded upon an enquiry into his conduct, and a minute examination of charges made 
X y againit 
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againft him by his rivals in the Nabob’s court ; they having infinuated to the Nabob, that 2 
defign was formed for depofine him, and placing Mahomed Reza on his throne ; but, on cx- 
amination, the Prefident and Council declare, that ¢* he had fo openly and candidly accounted 
s for every rupee difburfed from the ‘freafury, that they could not, without injury to his cha- 
<< raéter, and injuftice to his conduét, during his fhort adminiftration, refufe continuing him 
< in a fhare of the government.” 


IV. 


That the Company had reafon to be fatisfied with the arrangement made, fo far as it re- 
garded him; the Prefident and Council having informed them in the following year, in their 
letter of the oth of December, 1766, that ‘* the /arge incieafe of the revenue, muft, in a 
<< great meafure, be afcribed to Mr. Sykes’s afliduity, and to Mahomed Reza Khan's profound 
«c knowledge in the finances.” 


V. 


That the then Prefident and Council, finding it neccfiary to make feveral reforms in the 
adminiftration, were principally aided in the fame by the fuggeftion, advice, and affiftance of 
the faid Mahomed Reza Khan; and, in their letter to the Court of Direétors of the 24th of 
gone. 1767, they ftate their refolution of reducing the emoluments of office, which before 

ad arifen from a variety of prefents, and other pe:quiites, to fixed allowances; and they 
fiate the merits of Mahomed Reza Khan therein, as well as the importance, dignity, and 
sefponfibility of his ftation, in the following manner: 


«< Mahomed Rega Khan has now, of himfelf, with great delicacy of honour, reprefented to us 
the evil confequences that muft enfue from the continuance of this practice; fince, by fuf- 
fering the principal officers of the government to depend for the fupport of their dignity on 
the precarious fund of perquifites, they in a manner oblige them to purfue oppreffive and 
* corrupt meafures, equally injurious to the country and the Company; and they accordingly 
<« affigned twelve lack of rupees for the maintenance and fuppoit of the faid Mahomed Reza 
€ Khan, and two other principal perfons, who held in their hands the moft important em- 
ployments of that government, having regard to their elevated ftations, and to the expe- 
sc diency of fupporting them in all the fhew and parade requifite to keep up the authority 
<< and influence of their refpective offices, as they are ail men of weight and confideration in 
<c the country, who held places of great tru.t and profit under the former government. We 
<: further propofe, by this act of generofity, to engage their cordial fervices, and confirm them 
<< {teady in our interefts, fince th y cannot hope from the moft fuccefsful ambition, to rife to 
€ greater advantages by any chance or revolution of affairs. At the fame time it was reafon- 
<< able we fhould not lofe fight of Mahcmed Peza Khaun’s paft fervices; he has purfued the 
Company’s intereft with fteadineis and diligence ; his abilities qualify him to peiform the 
<< moft important fervices. “lhe unavoidable charges of his particular fituation are great; in 
«c dignity he ftands fecond to the Nabob only ;—and as he engages to increafe the revenues, 
< without injuftice or oppreflion, to more than the amount of his falary, and to relinguifh thofe 
advantages, to the amount of eight lacks of rupees per annum, which he heretofore enjoyed, we 
wc thought it proper, in the diftribution of falaries, to confider Mahomed Reza han ina 
«c light fuperior to the other minifters. We have only to obferve farther, that great and 
€ enormous as the fum muft appear, which we have allotted for the fupport of the’ Minifters 
<< of the government, we will not hefitate to pronounce that it is neceffary and reafonable, 
and will appear fo, on the confideration of the power which men employed on thefe impor- 
tant fervices have, either to obftruct or promote the public good, unlefs their integrity be 
confirmed by the ties of gratitude and intere{ft.” 


Wie 


That the faid Mahomed Reza Khan continued, with the fame diligence, fpirit, and fidelity, 
to execute the truít repofed in him, which comprehended a large proportion of the weight of 
government, and particularly of the collections; and his attachment to the intereft of the 
Company, and his extenfive knowledge, was again, in the courfe of the year 1767, fully 
acknowledged, and ftated tothe Court of Dircétors ; and ic farther appears, that by an incc{- 
fant application tq bufinefs, his health was confiderably impaired, which gave occafion, in 
the year following, that is, in February 1768, to a frefh acknowledgment of his fervices, 
in thefe terms: * We muft, in juftice to Mahomed Reza Konan, exprefs the high fente we 
é entertain of his abilities, and of the indefatigable attention he has fhewn in the execution 
£ of the important truft repofed in him; and we cannot but lament the profpeét of lofing 
$ hig fervices, from the prefent declining {tate of his health.” . 


VII. That 
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VII. 


That as, in the increafe of the revenue, the faid Mahomed Reza Khan was employed as a 
perfon likely to improve the famc without detriment to the people, fo, when the ftate of any 
province itcemed to require a remiffion, he was employed as a perfon difpofed to the relief of 
the people witaout fraud tothe revenue; and this was exprefled by the Prefident and Council 
as follows, with relation to the remiffions granted in the province of Bahar: ‘* That the ge- 
< neral knowledze of Mahomed Reza Khben, in all matters relative to the Duannee revenues, 
< induced us to confent to fuch deduGtions being made, from the general ftate of that pro- 
< vince at the lat Poonah, as may be deemed irrecoverable, or fuch as may procure an im- 
€ mediate relief and encouragement to the Ryots in the future cultivation of their lands.” 


VIII. 


That the faid Mahomed Reza Khan, inthe execution of the faid great and important trufts 
and powers, was not fo much as fufpeéted of an ambitious or encroaching fpirit,- which might 
make him dangerous to the Company’s, then recent, authority, or which might render his pre- 
cedence injurious to the confideration due to his colleagues in office; but, on the contrary, it 
appears that a plan having been adopted for dividing the adminiftration, in order to remove the 
Nabob’s jealoufies, the fame was in danger of being fubverted by the ambition ** of two of his 
** colleagues, and the exceffive moderation of Mahomed Reza Khan.” And for a remedy of the in- 
conveniencies, which might arife fiom the excefs of an accommodating temper, though attended 
with irreproachable integrity, the Prefident and Council did fend one of their own members, as 
their Deputy to the Nabob of Benzal, at his capitai of Muxadavad ; and this meafure appears to 
have been adopted for the fupport of Mahomed Reza Khan, in confequence of an enquiry 
made, and advice given by Lord Clive, in his letter of the 3d of July, 1765; in which letter, 
he exprefies himfelf of the faid Mahomed Reza Khan as follows: ** It is with pleafure I can 
& acquaint you, that the more I fee of Mahomed Reza Khan, the fironger is my conviction of his 
e honour and moderation; but that, at the fame time, I cannot help obtferving, that either 
s% from timidity, or an erroneous principle, he is too ready to fubmit to encroachments upor 
€ that proportion of power that has been allotted him.” 


IX. 


’ That the Nabob Jaffer Ally Khan dying in February, 1765, Mahomed Reza Khan was 
appointed guardian to his children, and adminiftrator of his office, or regent, which appoint- 
ment the Court of Direćłors did approve. But the party oppofite to Mahomed Reza Khan 
having continued to cabal againit him, fundry accufations were framed, relative to oppreffion 
at the time of the famine, and for a balance due during his employment of Colle&tor of the 
revenues; upon which the Direétors did order him to be deprived of his office, and a ftriét 
enquiry to be made into his conduct. 


X. 


That the faid Warren Haftings, then lately appointed to the Prefidency, did, on the firft 
of Apr l, and on the 24th of September, 1772, write letters to the Court of Dire&ors, in- 
form!nz them, that on the very next day after he had received (as he aflerts) their private 
orders, ** -d irefzd to himfelf alone,” and not to the Board, he did difpatch, by exprefs 


mefleniss-s, bis orders to Mr. Middleton, the Refident at the Nabob’s court of Muxadavad, 
in 2 public charaéter and truft with the Nabob, to arreft in his capital and at his Court, and 
withouc any previous notice given of any charge, his principal Minifter, the aforefaid Mahomed 


Reza Khan, and to bring bim down to Calcutta; and he did carefully conceal his faid pro- 
ecedings from the knowledge of the Board, on pretext of his not being acquainted with their 
Gifpeofitions, and the influence which he thought that the faid Mahomed Reza Khan had 
amo: ¿il them, 


A 


That the faid Warren Haftings, at the time he gave his orders as aforefaid, for arrefting the 
faid Mahomed Reza Khan, did not take any meafures to compel the appearance of any other 
perfons as witnefies, declaring it as his opinion, ‘* that there would be little need of violence to 
** obtain fuch intelligence, as they could give, againft their former mafter, when his authority 
“+ is taken trom him,” but he did afterwards, in excufe for the long detention and imprifonment 
of the faid Mahomed Reza Khan, without any proofs having been obtained of his guilt, or mea~ 
fures taken to bring him te a trial, affure the Directors, in direct contradiction to his former 
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declaration, ** that the influence of Mahomed Reza Khian ftill prevailed generally throughout 
<< the country, in the Nabob’s houfehold, and at the capital, and was fcarcely affeéted by his 
& prefent difgrace,’’—notwithftanding, as he, the faid Haftings. doth confels, he had uf-d his 
utmoft endeavours ‘* to break that influence, by removing his dependants, and putting the di- 
«c rection ofall the affairs that had been committed to his care into the hands of the 20/7 powerful 
<c or aflive of his enemies; that he depended on the aétivity of their hatred to Mahomed Reza 
‘s Khan, incited by the expectation of rewards, for inveftigating the conduct of the latter; that 
< with this the inftitution of the new Duannee coincided, and that the fame principie had guided 
< him in the choice of Munny Begum and Rajah Gourdafs, th: former tor the chief admini- 
e< {tration, the latter [the fon of Nuncomar, and a mere inftrument in the hands of his 
«c father] for the Duannee of the Nabob’s houfchold, botn the declared enemies of Mlahomed Reza 
e Khan.” 


AILI. 


That although it might be true that enemics will become the moft a&tive profecutors, and 
as fuch may, though under much guard and many precautions, beufed even as witnefles; and 
that it ought not to be an exception, fuppofing their character and capacity otherwife good, to 
the appointing them to power; yet to advance perfons to power, on the ground not of their ho- 
nour and integrity, which might have produced the enmity of bad men, but merely for the en- 
mity itfelf, without any reference whatfoever toa laudable caufe, and even with a declared ill 
opinion of the morals of one of the party, fuch as was aétually delivered in the faid letter, by him 
the faid Haftings, of Nuncomar (and which time has fhewn, he might alfo on good ground 
have conceived of others) was, in the circumitances of a criminal enquiry, a motive highly dif- 
graceful to the honour of government, and deftruétive of impartial juftice, by hol ling out the 
greateift of all pofflible temptation to falfe accufation, to corrupt and factious conipiracies, to per- 
jury, and to every fpecies of injuftice and oppreffion. 


XLV. 


‘That in confequence of the aforefaid motives, and others pretended, which-were by no 
means a fufficient juftification to the faid Warren Haftings, he did appoint the woman afore- 
faid, called Munny Begum, who had been of the loweft and moft difcreditable order in fociety, 
according to the ideas prevalent inIndia, but from whom he received feveral fums of money, to 
be Guardian tothe Nabob in preference to his own mother, and to adminifier the affairs of the 
Government in the place of the iaid Mahomet Reza Khan, the fecond Mufiulman in rank after 
the Nabob, and the firft in knowledge, gravity, weight, and character, among the Muffulmen 
of that Province. And in order to try every method and to take every chance for his deftruc- 
tion, the faid Warren Haftings did malicioufly and oppreffively keep him under confinement for 
a part of the time, without any enquiry, and afterwards with a flow and dilatory trial, for two 
years together. 


xV. 


That notwithftanding a total revolution in the power, in part avowedly made for his de- 
. truction, the perfons appointed for his trial did, on full enquiry, compleatly acquit the faid 
Piahomed Reza Khan of the criminal charges again{t him, on account of which he had been fo 
long perfecuted and confined, and fuffered much in mind, body, and fortune; and the Court 
of Dire&tors, in their letter of the 3d of March 1775, teftify their fatisfaction in the conduct 
and refult of the faid enquiry, and did direct the reitoration of the faid Mahomed Reza Khan 
to liberty, and to the offices which he had lately held, which comprehended the management 
of the Nabob’s houfehold, and the general fuperintendency of the juftice of Bengal; but ac- 
cording to the orders of the Court of Direétors, his appointments were reduced to thirty 
thoufand pounds a year, or thereabouts, of which he did make grievous complaint, on account 
of the expences attendant on his ftation, and the heavy debts which he had been obliged to con- 
tract during his unjuft profecution and imprifonment aforefaid. 


XVI. 


‘That on the removal of the faid Mahomed Reza Khan from the fuperintendency of the cri- 
minal juftice, and in confequence of letting the Province of Bengal in by the faid Warren 
Haftings, feveral dangerous and mifchievous innovations were made by him the faid Warren 
Haftings, and the criminal juftice of the country was almoft wholly fubverted, and great irre- 
gularitics and diforders did actually enfue, 


XVII. Tha 
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AVIT. 


That the Council General, eftablifhed by A&t of Parliament in the year 1773, did reftore the 
faid Mahomed Reza Khan, with the confent and approbation of the Nabob (but under a proteft 
from the fa:d Warren Huattings) to his liberty, and to his offices, according to the fpirit of the 
orders given by the Court of D'r. tors as aforefa:d; and the Ccurt of Dire€tors did approve of 
the faid appointment, and did ature the faid Mahomed Reza Khan of their favour and pro- 
tection, as long as his conduét fi; uld merit the fame, in the following terms: ‘* As the abilities 
s< of Mahomed Reza Khan hay: been fuffiriently manifefted: as official experience qualifies 
<< him for fo high a ttation, in a mo:e eminent degree than any other native with whom the 
ct Company has been connected; and as no proofs of maladminiftration have been eftablifhed 

again{ft him, either during the ttridét inveftization of his conduét, or fince his retirement; we 
cannot under al] circumiiances but approve your recommendation of him to the Nabob, to 
«c conftitute him his Naib. We are well pleafed that he has received that appointment, and 

authorife you to affure him of our favour, fo long as a firm attachment to the intereft of the 
Company, and a proper difcharge of the duties of his ftation, {hall render him worthy of our 
< protection.”” And the faid Mahomed Reza Khan did continue to execute the fame, with- 


out any complaint whatfocver of malverfation or negligence, in any manner or degree, in his 
faid olfice. | 


G6 


XVIII. 


That in March 1778 the faid Warren Haftings, under colour that the Nabob had compleated 
his twentieth year, and had defired to be placed in the entire and uncontrouled management of 
his own affairs, and that Mahomed Reza Khan fhould be removed from his office, and that 
Munny Begum his ftepmother, the dancing girl aforefaid, ‘* fhould take on herfelf the manage- 
& ment of the Nizamut [the govern.nent and general fuperintendency of criminal juftice] with- 
€€ out the interference ot any perfon whatfoever;”’ and, notwithftanding the contradictions in 
the pretended applications from the Nabob, with whofe incapacity for all affairs he was well ac- 
quainted, did, in defiance of the orders of the Court of Direétors, and without regard to the 
infamy of an arrangement, made for the evident and declared purpofe of delivering not only the 
family with the Prince, but the government and juftice of a great kingdom, into fuch infufficient, 
corrupt, and fcandalous hands; and though he has declared his opinion, ** that our national 
“© character is concerned in the character which the Nabob may obtain in the public opinion,” 
on obtaining a mujority in Council, w.thout any complaint, real or pretended, remove the faid 
Mahomed R-za from ull his offices, and did partition his falary as a fpoil in the followin 
manner:—To Munny Bezum, the dancing girl aforefaid, an additional allowance of feventy-— 
two thoufand rupees [7,200!] a vear; to the Nabob’s own mother, but half that fum, that is 
to fay, 26,000 rupees [3,600'.] a year; to Rajah Gourdafs, fon of Nuncomar (whom he had 
defcribed as a weak young man) 72.000 rupees [7,200l.] a year, as Controller of the Houfe- 
hold; and toa Maypiftrate called Sudder ul Hock, who, in real fubfervency to the faid Munny 
Begum, was nominally to act in the department of criminal juftice, 78,coo rupees [7,800l.] a 
year; the total of which allowances exceeding the falary of Mahomed Reza Khan, by 18,coo 
rupees [1,800l.] yearly, he did, for the corrupt and fcandalous purpofes aforefaid, order the 
fame to be made up from the Company’s Treafury. 


>: 9 &. A 


That Mr. Francis and Mr. Wheler, having moved that the execution of the aforefaid 
arrangement, the whole expence of which, ordinary and extraordinary, was charged upon the 
Company’s treafury, and therefore could not be even colourably difpofed of at the pretended 
will or the faid Nabob, might be fufpended until the pleafure of the Court of Directors thereon 
fhould be known; and the fame being refolved agreeably to law, by a majority of the Council 
then prefent, the faid Haitings urging on violently the immediate execution of his corrupt pro~ 
ject, and hav'ng obtained, by the return of Richard Barwell, Efquire, a majority in Council, 
in his own caiting vote, did refcind the aforefaid refolution, and did carry into immediate cxe- 
‘cution the aforefaid moft unwarrantable, mifchievous, and f{candalous defign. i 


XX. 


That the confequences which might be expected from fuch a plan of adminiftration, did 
almoft inftantly ow from it. For the perfon appointed to execute one of the offices which had 
been filled by Mahomed Reza Khan, did foon find thit the eunuchs of Munny Begum began 
to employ their power, with great fuperiority and infoience, in all the concerns of government, 
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and the adminiftration of juftice, and did endeavour to difpofe of the offices relative to 
the fame for their corrupt purpofes, and to rob the Nabob’s fervants of their due allowances; 
and in his letter of the 1ft of September, 1778, he ient a complaint to the Board, ftating, 
<* That certain bad men had gained an afcendancy over the Nabob’s temper, by whofe inftiga- 
<< tion he a&ts.” And after complaining of the flights he received from the Nabob, he adds, 
« Thus they caufe the Nabob to treat me, fometimes with indignity, at others with kindnefs, 
«c juft as they think proper to advife him: Their view is, that by compelling me to difpleafure 
<< at moft unworthy treatment, they may force me either to relinquifh my ftation, or to join 
<< with them, and act by their advice, and appoint creatures of their recommendation to the 
<< different offices, from which they might draw profit to themfelves.”’ 


XXI. 


“That in a fubfequent letter to the Governor, the faid Superintendant of Juftice did inform 
him, the faid Warren Hattings, of the audacious and corrupt manner in which, by violence, 
fraud, and forgery, the Eunuchs of Munny Begum had abufed the Nabob’s name, to deprive 
the judicial and executory officers of juftice of the falaries which they ought to have drawn from 
the Company’s Treafury, in the following words:—** Che Begums Minifters, before my ar- 
<¢ rival, with the advice of their Counfellors, caufed the Nubob to fign a receipt, im confe- 
«< quence of which they reccived, at two different times, near 59,000 rupees [5000!.] in the 
<< name of the officers of the Adawlut Foufdary, &c. trom the Conipany’s Sircars; and 
<c having drawn up an accountcurrent in the manner they wifhid, they had got the Nabob to fign it, 
« and fent it to me.” And in the fame letter. he affierts, **.That thefe people had the Nabob 
“© entirely in their power.” 


"AALI. 


"That the faid Warren Haftings, upon this reprefentation, did, ‘notwithftanding his late 
pretended opinion of the fitnefs and the right of the Nabob to the fole adminiitration of his own 
affairs, authoritively forbid him from any interference therein, and orde:ed that the whole 
fhould be left to the Magiftrate aforefaid, to which the Nabob did, notwithftanding his pre- 
tended independence, yield an immediate and unreferved fubmiffion; for the faid Haitings’s or- 
der being ‘given on the firft of September at Calcutta, he received an anfwer from Muxadavad 
on the thifd, in the following terms:—‘* Agreeably to your-pleafure I have relinquifbed all 
<< concern with the affairs of the Foutdary and Adawlut, leaving the entire management in 
<< Sudder ul Hock’s hands.” Which faid-circumftance, as well as many others, abundantly 
proves, that all the Nabob’s actions were, in truth and fact, entirely governed by the influence 
of the faid Haftings; and that however the faid Haftings may have publicly difcouraged the cor- 
rupt tranfactions of the faid Court, yet he did fecretly uphold the authority and influence of 
Munny Begum, who did entirely. direct, -with his knowledge and countenance, all the pro- 
ceedings therein. . For 


X XIII. 


That on the 13th of the fame month of: September, he did receive a furthercomplaint cf the 
corrupt and fraudulent practices of the chief eunuch of the faid Munny Begum; and thefe cor- 
rupt practices did fo continue and increafe, that, on the roth of October, 1778, he was obliged to 
confefs, in the ftrongeft terms, the pernicious confequences of his before-created unwarrantable 
and illegal. arrangements; for, in a letter of that date to the Nabob, he exprefles himfelf as fol- 
lows: ** At your Excellency’s requeft, I fent Sudder ul Hock Khan to take on him the adminiftra- 
<< tion of the affairs of the Adawlut and Foufdary, and hoped by that means not only to have 
<c given fatisfaction to your Excellency, but that, through his abilities and experience, thefe af- 
<t fairs would have been conducted in fuch manner, as to have fecured the peace of the country, 
<< and the happinefs of the-peop!e; and it is with the greateft concern I learn, that this meafure 
«© is fo far from being attended with the expected advantages, that the affairs, both of the Fouf- 
« dary and Adawlut, are in the greateft contufion imaginable, and daily robberies and murders 
s¢ are perpetrated throughout the country. This is evidently owing tothe want of a proper au- 
c thority in the perfon appointed tofuperintend them. I thercfore addrefied your Excellency on 
<* the importance and delicacy of the affairs in queftion, and of the neceflity of lodging full power 
«c in the hands of the perfon chofen toadminifter them; in reply to which, your Excellency ex- 
<¢ prefied fentiments coincident with mine: Notwithftanding which, your dependants and people, 
< actuated by /elffh and avaricious views, have by their interference fo impeded the bufine/s, as to throw 
“© the whole country into a filate of confufion; from which nothing can retrieve it, but an uniimited power 
<< Jodged in the hands of the Superintendant. I therefore requeft that your Excellency will give the 
<< ftricteft injunctions to all your dependants, not to interfere in any manger with any matter re- 
‘© lative to the affairs of the Adawlut and Foufdary ; and that you will yourfelf relinquifh all in- 

terference 
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cc ¢erference therein, and leave them entirely to the management of Sudder ul Hock Khan: 
ss This is abfolutely neceflary, tq reftore the country to a ftate of tranquility,” And he con- 
cluded by again recommending the INabob to withdraw all interference with the Adminiftrator 
aforefaid; ** otherwife a meafure, which | adopted at your Excellency’s requeft, and with a 
< view to your fatisfaction, and the benefit of the country, will be attended with quite con- 
< trary efiecis, and bring difcredit on me,” 


XXIV. 


That the faid Haftings, in the letter aforefaid, in which he fo ftrongly condemns the ads, 
and fo clearly marks out the mifchievous effcéts, of the corrupt influence under which alone the 
INabob acted, and under which alone, from his known incapacity, and his dependence on the 

erfon fupported by the faid Haftings, he could aét, did propofe to put all the Offices of Juftice 
(xvhich on another occation he had requefted him to permit to remain in the hands which then 
held them) into his own difpoial; telling him, or rather the woman and Eunuch who go- 
verned him, ‘** that if his Excellency has any plan for the management of the affairs in future, 
e be piea’ed to communicate it to me, and every attention fhall be paid to give your Excel- 
sc lercy fatisfaćtion.” By which means, not only particular parts, as before, but the whole 
fyftem of juitice was to be afloat, and to be fubject to the purpoies of the aforefaid corrupt cabal 
o; women and Eunuchs. 


XXV. 


That the Court of Direétors, on receiving an account of the above arrangements, and being 
well apprized of the fpirit, intention and. probable effe&t of the fame, did, in a clear, firm, and 
decifive manner, exprefs their condemnation of the meafure, and their reje€tion and reprobation 
of all the pretended grounds and reafons on which the fame was fupported; marking diftinctly 
his prevarication and contradiétions in the fame, and pointing to him their full conviétion of 
the unworthy motives on which he had made fo fhameful an arrangement; telling him, in the 
x7th paragraph of their general Letter, of the 4th of February, 1779, ‘* The Nabob’s letters of 
* the 2cth and 30th of Auguft, of the 3d of September, and 17th of November, leave us no 
< doubt of the true delign of this extraordinary bufinets being to bring forward Miunny Begum, 
<* and againto inveft her with improper power and influence, notwithftanding our former decla- 
‘© ration, that fo great a part of the Nabob’s allowance had been embezzled and. mifapplied 

éc under her fuperintendance,”’ 


AXVI, 


‘That in confequence of the-cenfure and condemnation of the unwarrantable meafures of 
the faid Warren Haftings by the Court of Directors, on the aforefaid and other weighty and 
fubftantial grounds, they did order and dircét-as follows, in the 20th paragraph of the general 
Letter of the fame date: ‘* As we.deeim it for the -welfare of the country, that the office of 
<< Naib Soubadar be for the prefent continued, and that this high office fhould be filled by a 
& perfon of wildom, experience, and of approved fidelity to the Company; and as we have 
= no reafon to alter the opinion given of Mahomed Reza Khan, in our letter of the 24th of 
< December, 1776; we pofitively direct that you forthwith fignify to the Nabob Mobareck 
< ul Dowla our pleafure, that Mahomed Reza Khan be immediately reftored to the office of 
“© Naib Soubadar ; and we further direct, that Mahomed Reza Khan be again affured of the 
Ú continuance of our favour, fo long as a firm attachment to the intereft of the Company, 
£6 ee a proper difcharge of the duties of his dtation, {hall render him worthy of: our pro- 
€e ¢tg:tion.”’ 


XXVII 


That the aforefaid direQion did convey in it fuch evident and cogent reafon, and was fo far 
enforced by juitice to individuals, and by regard tothe peace and happinefs of the natives, as 
well as by the common decorum to be obferved in all the tranfacétions of Government, that the 
faid Haftings ought to have yielded a chearful obedience thereto, even if he had not been by a 
pofitive ftatute, and his relation of fervant to the Company, bound to that juft fubmiffion. 
Set the faid a:tings did, without denying or evading any one of the reafons affigned by the 
Court of Directors, or controverting the fcandalous motives affigned by them for his conduét, 
contumacioufly refufe obcdicnce to the above pofitive order, on pretence that the Nabob, who, 
he had declared it on record ** to be as vifible as the light of the fun, is a mere pageant, and 
« without even the fhadow of authority,” did diflent from the fame ; and he did encourage the 
faid Nabobh, or ratherthe eunuchs, the corrupt Minitters of Munny Begum, to oppofe himfelf 
and themfelves to the authority of the faid Court of Directors; by which means the arrange- 

ment, 
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‘ment, three times either ratified or exprefsly ordered ny them, was wholly defeated ; the afore- 
faid corrupt fyftem was continued ; Muhomed Reza Koen was not reftored to his office ; and 
a leffon was taught to the natives of all ranks, thar the d -cl:red approbation, the avowed fanc- 
tion, and the decided authority of the Court of Directois, were wholly nugatory to their pro- 
tection, againft the corrupt influence of their fervants. 


XXVIII. 


That the faid Warren Haftings, on a reconciliation with Mr. Francis, one of the Council 
General, who made it a condition thereof that certain of the Company’s orders fhould be 
obeyed, and that Mahomed Reza Khan fhou'd be rettored to his offices, did, a confiderable 
time after, notwith{tanding the pretended reluctance of the Nabb, and his pretended frecdom, 
make, for his convenience in the faid accommodation, the arranzement which he had unwar- 
rantably and illegally refufed to the orders of the Court of Directors; and did, of his owa 
-authority and that of the Board, reftore Mahomed Reza Khan to his officcs. 


XXIX. 


That, foon after the departure of the faid Mr. Francis, he did again deprive the faid Maho- 
-med Reza Khan of his {aid offices, and d.d make ieveral great changes in the conftitution of 
the criminal juftice in the faid country ; and after having, under pretence of the Nabob’s fuf- 
ficiency for the management of his own affairs, difplaced, without any fpecific charge, trial, 
or enquiry whatfoever, tbe faid Mahomed Reza Khan, he did fubmit the faid Nabob to the 
-entire direétion, in all parts of his concerns, of a -Refident of his own nomination, Sir John 
Doyley, Bart. and did order an account of the molt minute parts of his domcitic economy 
to be made out, and to be delivered to the faid Sir Jobn Doyley, in the following words, con- 
tained in a paper by him intitled, INSTRUCTIONS from the Governor (;seneral to the 
Nabob Mobarek ul Dowla, refpe&ing his conduct in the management of his affairs: ** You 
<< will be pleafed to direct your Mutta Seddies to torm an account of the fixcd fums of your 
“<< monthly expences, -fuch as fervants wages in the different departments, penfions and other 
<: allowances, as well as of the eftimated amount of vuriab'e «expences, to be delivered to Sir 
«c John Doyley, for my infpeđion. l have given fuch orders to Sir John Doylcy as will enable 
< him to propofe to you fuch reductions of the penfions and other allowances, and fuch a diftri- 
€ bution of the variable expences, as fhal] be proportionable to the total fum of your monthly 
c income; and I mufi requef? you wiil conform t2 it.’ A..d he did, in the fubfequent articles of 
his faid inftructions, order the whole manasem nt to be directed by Sir John Doyley, fubject to 
his own directions, as aforefaid ; and did even direct what company he fhould ketp; and did 
throw reflections on fome perfons, in p'aces the neareft to him, as of bad character and bafe 
origin—Perfons whom he fhould decline ro name as fuch, ** unlefs he heard that they fill 
„< availed themfelves of his goodnefs to retain the places which they improperly hold near his 
é perfon.”” And he did particularly order the faid Nabob not toadmit any Englifh, but fuch as 
the faid Sir John Doyley fhould approve, to his prefence; and did repeat the faid order in 
the following peremptory manner: + You muj? forbid any petion of that na:ion to be intruded 
<< into your prefence, without his introduction.” And he did require his obedience in the fol- 
Jowing authoritative ftyle : -** I {hall think myfelf obliged to interfere iz another manner, if you 
€ neglect it.” 


XXX. 


That he the faid Warren Haftings did infult the -captive condition of the faid Nabob, by 
informing him, in his imperious inftructions aforefaid, that this total, blind, and implicit obe- 
dience, in every refpeét whatfoever, to Sir John Doyley and bimiclf pertonally, and without 
any reference tothe Board, ** was the very conditions of the comptiance of tne Governor General 
£6 “and Council with his late requifition ;? which requifition was, that he fhould enjoy the fiee 
and uncontrouled management of his own affairs. “And though the faid captive did off. r, az he the 
faid Haftings himfelf admit., four lacks of his ftipend, at that time reduced to fixtecn lack, for 
the free ufe of the remainder, yet he did place him the faid Nabob ın the ftate of fervituce in the 
faid inftruétions laid down, but avery fhort time after he had affumed and ufed the faid N.bob’s 
independent rights, as a ground for refufing to obey the Company’s orders; and a:though he 
has declared or pretended, on another occation, which he would have thought fim:lar, that any 
attempt to limit the houfhold exnences of the Nabob of Owde, was an indignity ** which no 
“© man living, however mean his rank in life, or dependent his condition in it, would pe:mit 
“© to be exercifed by any other, without the want or torfeiture of every manly principle.” 


XXXI. 


That the faid Warren Haftings did order the faid ftipend (which was to be diftributed, in the 
aninuteft particular, according to the faid Haftings’s perional directions) to be paid monthly, not 
to 
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to any officer of the Nabob, but tothe faid Refident, Sir John Doyley. And whereas the Go- 
vernor General and Council did, on the appointment of Mahomed Reza Khan, according to 
their duty, inftrucét him, that ** he do conform to the orders of the Company, which direét, 
« that an annual account of the Nabob’s expences be tranfmitted, through the Refident at the 
« Durbar, for the infpection of this Board,’’—the faid Haftings, in making his new eftablifh- 
ment in favour of his Refident, did wholly omit the faid inftruction, and did confine the faid 
communication to him/felf privately. “And in factit does not appear that any accounts whatfoe- 
ver of the difpofition of the faid large fum, exceeding 160,ocol. fterling a year, has been laid 
before the Board, or at leaft that any fuch account has been tranf{mitted to the Court of Direc- 
tors; and itis not fitting that any Britifh fervant of the Company fhould have the management 
of any public money, much lefs of fo great a fum, without a public well-vouched account of 
the fpecific expenditure thereof, 


XXXII. 


That the Court of Directors did, on the 17th of May 1766, propofe certain rules for regu- 
lating the correfpondence of the Refident with the Nabob of Bengal, in which they did direst, 
as a principle for the faid regulations, as follows (paragraph r6th): ** We would have his cor- 
& refporċ ence to be carried on with the Seleé? Committee through the channel of the Prefident ; 
€ he flhsuld keep a diary of all his tranfactions. His correfpondence with the natives mufi be 
st publicly conduéied; copies of all his letters, fent and received, be tranfmitted monthly to the 
s Prefidency, with duplicates and triplicates to be tranfmitted home in our general packet by 
<< every fhip.”’ 


XXXIII. 


That the Prefident and Sele&t Committee (Lord Clive being then Prefident) did approve of 
the whole fubitantial part of the faid regulation (the diary excepted); and the principle, in all 
matters ofaccount, ought to have been ftri€t!y adhered to, whatever limitations may have been 
given to the office of Refident. Yet he the faid Warren Haftings, in defiance of the aforefaid 
good rules, orders, and late precedent in conformity to the fame, did not only withhold any 
order for the purpofe, but, in orderto carry on the bufinefs of the faid Durbar in a clandeftine 
manner for his own purpotes, did, as atorefaid, exclude all Englifh from an intercourfe with 
the Nabob, who might carry compl.ints or reprefentations to the Board, or the Court of Di- 
rectors, of his condition, or the conduct of the Refident; and did further, to defeat all poffible 
publicity, infinuate tohim, to give the preference to verbal communication above letters, in the 
words following, of the gth articte of his inftructions to the Nabob: ** Although I defire to 
<< receive your letters frequently, yet, as many matters will occur which cannot be fo eafily ex- 
<c plained by letters as by converfation, I defire that yeu will, on fuch occafions, give your orders 
< to him, refpect'ng luch points as you may defire to have imparted to me; and I, poftponin 
& every other concern, will give an immediate and the moft fatisfaétory reply concerning them.’’ 
Accordingly, no reiation whatfoever has been received by the Court of Dire€tors, of the faid 
Nabob’s affairs ; nor any account of the money monthly paid, except from public fame, which 
reports that his affairs are in great diforder, his fervants unpaid, and many of them difmifled, 
and all the Muflulmen dependent on his family in a ftate of indigence. 


(No. 18.) 


The MOGUL delivered up to the MAHRATTAS. 


I. 


HAT Sha Alum, the Prince, commonly called the Great Mogul, or, by eminence, 
The King, is, or lately was, in the poffeffion of the antient capital of Hindoftan ; and 
though without any confiderable territory, and without a revenue fufficient to maintain a mo- 
derate ftate, he is ill much refpected and confidered ; and the cuftody of his perfon is eagerly 
fought by many of the Princes in India, on account of the ufe to be made of his title and 
authority ; and it was for the intercft of the EaftI ndia Company, that while, on one hand, 
‘no wars {hall be entered into in fupport “~ pretenfions, on the other, no fteps —— be 
taken 
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taken which may tend to deliver him into the hands of any of the powerful ftates of that 
country 3 but that he fhould be treated with friendfhip, good faith, and refpe&tful -atten- 
tion. 


II. 


That Warren Haftings, in contradiction to this fafe, juft, and honourable policy, ftrongly 
~—prefcribed and enforced by the orders of the Court of Directors, did (at a time when he was 
engaged in a negociation, the declared purpofe of which was to give peace to India) concur 
with the Captain General of the Mahratta ftate, called Madajee Scindia, in hoftile defigns 

ainft the few remaining territories of that fame Mogul Emperor, by virtue of whofe grant the 

ompany: actually pofiefs the government, and enjoy the revenues of great provinces, and alfo 
againft the poffeffions of a Mahomedan Chief called Nudjif Cawn, a perfon of much merit 
with the Eaft India Company; in acknowledgment of which they had granted him a pention, 
included in the tribute due to the king, and together with that tribute, taken from him b 
the faid ‘Warren Haftings, though exprefsly guaranteed to him by the Company. With both 
thefe powers the Company had been in friendfhip, and were a€tually at peace at the time of 
the faid clandeftine concurrence in a defign againft them ; and the faid Haftings hath fince 
declared, that the right of one of them, namely, ‘* the right of the Mogul Emperor to our 
< affiftance, has- been conftantly acknowledged.” 


SLEE, 


That the faid Warren Haftings, at the time of his treacherous concurrence in a defign 
againft a power, which he was himfelf of opinion we were bound to affift, and againft whoin 
there was no doubt he was bound neither to form nor to concur in any hoftile attempt, did give 
a caution to Colonel Muir, to’ whom the pegorintion aforefaid was entrufted on the part of the 
Company, againft ** inferting any-thing in the treaty which might expre/s/y mark our knowledge 
< of his [tne Mahratta General’s} views or concurrence in them.” ‘Which faid tranfa€tion was 
full of duplicity ahd fraud ; and the crime of the faid Haftings therein is aggravated, by his 
having fome years before withheld the tribute, which by treaty was folemnly agreed to be 

aid to the faid King, on pretence that he had thrown himfelf, for the recovery of his city of 

elhi, on the protection of the Mahrattas, whom the faid Warren Haftings then called the 
natural enemies of the Company, and the growth of whofe power he then alledged ‘to be highly 
#langerous to the interefis of-this kingdom in India. 


~ EV; 

That after having concurred, “in the manner before mentioned, in a defign of the Mahrattas 
againft the Mogul; and notwithftanding he the faid Warren Haftings had formerly declared, 
«c That with him [the Mogul] our conneétion had been a long time fufpended, and he wified 
<< never to fee it renewed, as it had proved a fatal drain to the wealth of Bengal, and the treafury 
< of the Company, without yielding one advantage or poffible refource, even of- remote bene- 
st fits, in return ;”” the faid Warren cain g did neverthelefs, on or about the month of 
March, 1783, with the privity and. eonfent of the Members of the Board, but by no autho- 
ritative adi, difpatch, as agents of him the Governor General only, and not as agents of the 
“Governor General and Council, as they ought to have been, certain perfons, among whom 
were Major Brown and Major Davy, tothe Court of the King at Delhi, and did there enter 
into certain engagements with the faid King, by the means of thofe Agents, and did carry on 
certain private and dangerous intrigues for various purpofes, particularly for making war in 
favour of the faid King, againft fome Powers or Princes not’precifely defcribed, but which, as 
may be inferred from by fubfequent correfpondence, to be certain Mahomedan Princes in the 
neighbourhood of Delhi, in amity with the Company, and fome of them at that time in the 
actual fervice, and irr the apparent confidence and favour of “the faid Mogul ; and he did order 
Major Browne to offer to the Mogul King, to provide for the entire expence of any troops the 
Sha [the faid King] might require; and the propofal was accordingly accepted, with the 
conditions annexed ; by which propofal, and acceptance thereof, the Eat India Company was 
placed in a fituation of great and perplexing difficulty, fince cither they were toengage, at an 
unlimited expence, in new Wars, contrary to their orders, contrary to their general declared 
policy, and cofitrary ‘to the™ publifhed refolutions of the Houfe of commons, and 
whoHy incompatible with the ftate of their finances; or, to preferve peace, they muft rifk the 
imputation of a‘new violation of faith, by departing from an agreement made on the volun- 
tary propofal of their own Government; the Agent of the faid Hatftings having declared, in 
this letter to the faid Haftings, by him communicated to the Board, ‘© That the bufinefs of 
s‘ affifting the Sha pom ogul Emperor] can and muf? go on, if we wilh to be fecure in 
<¢ India, or regarded as a nation of faith and honour.’’ 


V. That 
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v. 


That the faid Warren Haftings did, on the 20th day of January, 1784, fend in circulation 
to the other Members of the Council, a letter to him from his Agent, Major Browne, dated 
at Delhi on the goth of December, 1783, viz. that letter to which the foregoing references 
are made, in which the faid Browne did direétly prefs, and indireétly (though fufficiently and 
ftrongly) fuggeft feveral highly dangerous meafures, for realizing the general offers and en- 
gagements of the faid Warren Haftings ;—propoting, that befides a proportion of field artillery, 
and a train of battering cannon for the purpofe of fieges, fix regiments of Sepoys in the 
Company’s fervice fhould be transferred to that of the faid King, and that certain other corps 
fiould alfo be raifed for the faid fervice, in the Englifh Provinces and Dependencies, to be im- 
mediately under the King’s pe Mogul’s] orders, and to be maintained by aflignments of 
territorial revenue within the Province of Owde, a dependent member of the Britifh Govern- 
ment, but with a caution againft having any Britifh officer with the fame; the faid Major 
Browne exprcfling kis caution as followeth ;—*‘* If any European officer ġe with this corps, 
** a very nice judgment indeed muft direcét the choice; for fcarce any are in the fmalleit degree 
<c fit for fuch employ, but much more likely to do harm than good.” And the letter aforefaid, 
being without any obfervation thereon, or any difavowal of the matters of fact, or of the 
councils fo ftrongly and authoritatively delivered therein, by the faid Warren ‘Haftings’s 
Agent, and without any mark of difapprobation of any part of his plan, whether that of the 
afignment of territory belonging to the Company’s allies for the maintenance of troops, 
which were to be by that plan put under the orders of a foreign independent power, or that 
of employing the faid troops without any Britifh officer with them; or for his alarming ob- 
fervation by him entered on the Company’s records, which, if not an implied cenfure on the 
nature of the fervice in which Britifh officers are fuppofed improper to be trufted, is a ftrong 
reflection on the character of the Britifh officers, which was to render them unfit to be em- 
ployed in an honourable fervice—T he faid Warren Haftings did thereby give a countenance 
to the faid unwarrantable and dangerous propofals and reflections. 


VI. 


‘That, a confiderable time before the produ€tion and circulation of Major Browne’s letter, 
` the faid Haftings did enter a minute of confultation, containing a propofition fimilar in the 

general intent to that in the faid letter contained, for affifting the Mogul with a military force 5 
but the other Members of the Board did difagree thereto, and being alarmed at the difpofition 
fo ftrongly fhewn by the faid Haftings, to engage in new wars, and dangerous foreign con- 
nections, and poffibly having intelligence of the proceedings of his Agent, did call upon him 
to produce his inftructions to Major Browne; and’he did on the sth of O@ober, 1783, and 
not before, enter on the confultation.« a certain paper, purporting to be the inftru€tions which 
he had given to Major Browne the preceding March, the time of his, the faid Browne’s, 
appointment; in which pretended inftructions no direétion whatfoever was given to the effect 
of his the faid Haftings’s minute of confultation propounded ; that is to fay, no power was 
given in the faid initructions to make a direct offer of military aid to the Mogul, or to: form 
the arrangements itated by the faid Browne, in his letter to the faid Hattings, as having been 
made by the exprefs authority of the faid Haftings himfelf. But the faid inftruétions contained 
nothing further on that fubject, but a conditional direction, that in cafea military force fhould be 
required for the Mogul’s aid or protection, the Major is to know the fervice on which it is 
to be employed, and the refources from whence it is to be paid; and the inftru&tions produced 
as his real inftructions by the faid Haftings, are fo guarded, as to caution the faid Browne 
‘againi{t taking any part in the intrigues of thofe who are about the King’s perfon. By which letters, 
anftructions, and tranfa€tions, compared with each other, it appears that the faid Warren 
Hafliags, after fix months delay in entering of (contrary to the Company’s order) any in- 
ftructions to the faid Browne, did at laft enter a falfe paper as the true, or that he did give 
other fecret inftructions, totally different from, and even oppofite to the public oftenfible in- 
itructions, thereby to deceive the Council, and to carry on, with lefs obftruétion, dark and 
dangerous intrigues, contrary to the orders of the Court of Dire€tors, to the true policy of 
‘this kingdom, and to the fafety of the Britifh poffeffions in the Eaft. 


VII. 


That the faid letter from Major Browne was by the faid Warren Haftings tranfmitted to 
th: Court of Directors, without being accompanied by any part of the previous correfpond- 
ence; by which wilful concealment the faid Warren Haftings is guilty of an high and criminal 
diutrefpect to the Court of Directors, and of a molt flagrant breach and violation of their 
‘orders, which he was bound by an Aét of Parliament to obey. 


VIII. That 
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VIII. 


That the faid Haftings, having early in the year 1784 procured to himfelf a deputation to a& 
in the Upper Provinces, the Council, being well aware of his difpofition to engage in un- 
warrantable defigns againft the neighbouring ftates, did exprefsly confine his powers, to the 
-circumftance of his actual refidence within the Company’s Provinces: But it appears that ways 
were found out by which he hoped to d-feat the precautions of the Board; for the faid Warren 
Haftings did write from Lucknow, the capital of the country of Owde, to the Court of 
Dire&tors, a certain poftf{cript of a IJ-tter, dated the 4th of May, 1784, in which he informs 
the Court that the fon and heir apparent of the Great Mogul had taken refuge with him, and 
the Nabob of Owde; that he had a conference with that Prince on the roth of the fame 
month of May, $ no perfon being either prefent or within hear:ng’”’ during the fame, and that 
in the faid conference the Prince had informed him of the diftrefles of his father, and his with 
for the relief of the King, and the reftoration of the dominions of his houfe, as well as to 
refcuc him from the power of certain perfons not named, who degraded him into a mere in- 
ftrument of their interefted and fordid defigns ; and that on a failure of his application to him, 
he would either return to his father, or proceed to Calcutta, and thence to England; and 
that the faid Warren Haftings did give him an aufwer to the following effeét; < That our 
[the Britifh] ** Government had juf obtained relief from a ftate of univerfal warfare, and 
** required a term of repofe; that our whole nation was weary of war, and dreaded the re- 
< newal of it, and wouid be equally alarmed at every movement of which it could net fie the iffue or 
4< progrefs, but which might eventually tend to create new kosithties ; that he came hither [to Luck- 
now] ‘* with a limited authority, and could not, if he chofe it, engage in a bufinets of that 
** mature, without the concurrence of his colieagues in office, who he believed would be averfe to it; 
< that he would reprefent the fame to the joint M-mbers of his own Government, and wait 
* their determination. In the mean time, he advifed the Prince to make advances te Madajee 
< Scindia, both becaufe our Government was in intimate and fworn connection with him, and 
‘© becaufe he was the effectual head of the Mahratca ftate; befides that he, the faid Warren 
< Haftings, feared his [Scindia’s] taking the other fide of the queltion, unlefs he was early 
<< prevented.” 


IX. 


‘That inthe ftatement of this difcourfe, there is much criminal referve towards the Court of 
Dire&tors, it not appearing diftinétly what the objeéts were, nor who th. perfons concerned, nor 
what the fide was which he apprehended the M-hrattus might take, if not prevented by his ad- 
vances ; and in the difcourfe itfelf there were many particulars highly criminal ; namely, For 
that in the faid converfation, in which he decfcribes himfelf as declining a compliance with the 
requeft of the Prince, on account of the avertion ; therein ftronyly expreficd) of his colleagues, of 
the Company, and of the whole Britifh nation, to engage in any meafures which might even 
<c eventually lead to boftilities’? —he {poke to the Prince as it he had bcen entirely ignorant of the 
offers which but five months before had been made tothe King his father, on the part of that very 
Government (whofe repugnance to fuch meafures he then for tie firft time chofe to profefs, but 
which he always had known) through Major Browne, the Company’s reprefentative at the Court 
of Delhi, “* to provide for the entire cxpence of any troops which the Shaw [the King] might re- 
“< quire ;’” and that this was ** what the Refi:lent had always propofed to the King and his confi- 
ec dential Minifters ;’’—the faid Browne further declaring, that if. in confequence of the faid 
& propofals, certain arrangements for the Sha’s fervice, by ¢tr-ops, were notimmediately orJered, 
<< in his opinion all our [ »nglifh Government’s ] offers and promifes will be confidered as falfe and 
<c infidious.”? This being the known {tate of she bufinefs, as reprefented by the faid Haftings’s 
own Agent, and this the public opinion of it, although, to impofe on the ignorance of ihe l’rince, 
with regard to the proceedings at his father’s Court, would have been unworthy in itfelf, yet he, 
the faid Warren Haftings, could not hope to fucceed in fuch impofition, as, in the potticript 
aforefaid, he reprefents the faid Prince [who was the King’s eldeft fon, and thirty-fix years of 
age] as a perfon of confiderable qualifications, and perfectly acquain'ed with the trantactions at 
his father’s Court, and as ane who had long held the principal and moft aztive part in the little 
that remained of the adminiffratizn of Sha Alum. And the faid Huftings, conferring with a Prince 
fo well inftruéted, without making the flizhteft allufions ‘to his faid pofitive and recent eng. ge- 
ments, or without giving any explanation with regard to them, the faid Warren Haftings muit 
appear to the faid Prince either as a perfon not only contracting engagements, but actually being 
the firft mover and propofer of them, without any authority from Ais colleagues, and againft theirs 
and the general inclination of the Britifh nation, and on that ground not to be trufted; or that 
he had ufed this plea of difagreement between him and his Council as a pretence, fet up without 
colour or decency, fora grofs violation of his own engagements ; leaving the Princes and States 
ef the Country no folid ground on which they can or ought to contract with the Company, Pi 
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the-utter deftruction of all public confidence, and: to the equal difgrace of the national candir, 
integrity, and wifdom. 


X. 


That, in a letter-dated from the fame place, Lucknow, the'i6th öf the following June, 1784, 
the faid Warren Haftings informs the Court ef Dire&tors, that Major Browne, their Agent to 
the Mogul, had arrived there in the character alfo of Agent from the Mogul, with two fets of 
inftruStions from. two eppofite parties in his Miniftry, which inftru&tions ‘were direétly contrary 
to each other ; the firít, -which- were the oftenfible inftructions, ‘being to‘engage the faid Haftings, 
in the Mogul’s name, to enter into a treaty of mutual alliance with a Chief “of the Country, 
then Minifter te the faid Mogul, called Afrafaib Khan; the fecond were from another principal 
perfon, called Mudjed ul Dowlah, alfo.a Minifter of the faid Mogal (but ityled in’ the faid letter 
confidential, for dittinétien) which were dire&ly deftructive of the former ; and the faid latter 
initructions,- to which it feems credence: was to be given, were fent $ under the moft folemn 
adjurations of fecrecy:” The purpofe of thefe latter-and feeret inftructions were to ‘require the 
Compeny’s aid in freeing the Mogul from the oppreffions of his fervants, namely, from the 
oppreffions of the faid Æfrafaib, between whom-and the Company, Maj..r Browne (at once 
Agent to that Company, and to two oppofite factions in the Mogul’s Court) accepted a-power 
to make a treaty ef mutual alliance, under the fanction of his Sovereign ;-ànd`it does not appear 
that he, Warren Haftings, did difcountenance the double-dealing and fraudulent agencies of 
his and the Company’s Minifter at that Court; or did difavow any particalar in the lettér 
from him the faid Browne, of the goth of December, 1783, ftating the offers made on his part 
to the Mogul, fo contradictory to his late declarations to the heir apparent of that Monarch, or 
did give any reprimand to the faid Browne, or did fhew any mark of difpleafure againit him, 
as having aéted. without orders, but did again fend him, -with renewed -co nce, to the Court 
aforefaid. 


XI. 


That the faid Warren Haftings, {till purfuing his faid evil defigns, did apply to the Council 
for difcretionary powers relative to the`intrigues and factions in the Mogul’s Court, giving aflur- 
ances of his refolution not to procced againft -their fenfe: But the faid Council, being full 
aware of his difpofition, and having ajor Brownce’s letter, recorded’ by himfelf, the faid 
Warren Haftings, before-them, did refute to grant the faid difcretionary powers; but on‘ the 
contrary, did exhort:him ‘*‘ moft feduloufly and cautioufly to avoid, in his correfpondence with 
<< the different Princes in India, whatever may commit, or be ftrained into an interpretation of 
<< committing, the Company, either as to their army or treafure ° ‘obferving, ‘* that the 
<< Company’s orders are pofitive againift their interference in the objects of difpute between the 
< country powers.”’ 


XII. 


That in order to fubvert the plain and natural interpretation given by the Council to the orders 
wf the Court of Directors, and to juítify his dangerous intrigues, the faid Warren Haftings, in 
his Jetter of the 16th June, 1784, to the faid Court, did, in a moft infolent and contemptuous 
manner, endeavour to perfuade them of their ignorance of the true fefife of their Own orders, 
and to limit their prohibition of interference with the difputes of the Country Powers, to fuch, 
Country Powers as are permanent; exprefling himfelf as follows: *% The faction’ ‘which now 
é furrounds the Throne [the Mogul’s Throne] is-widely different-from the idea which .your 
‘<< commands are intended to convey by the expreffions to which you have generally applied them 
“<< of Country Powers, to which that of permanency is a neceffary adjuné; and which may‘ be 
<< more properly compared to a fplendid bubble, which the fiighteft ‘breath Of oppoktlon’ may 
< diffipate, with every trace of its exiftence.”? By which conftruction the faid Haftings did 
endeavour to perfuade the Court ef Direétors, that they meant te confine: their prohibition cf 
finifter intrigues of thofe powers only who could not be-eafily hurt by them, and whofe ftrength 
was fuch that their refentment of fuch clandeftine interference was to be dreaded but that 
“where the powers were weak and fragile, fuch intrigues might be allowed. 


AIT. 


“That the faid Haftings, further to perfuade the Court of Direétors to involve themfelves in 
the affairs of the Mo sul, and tọ reconcile this meafure with his former conduét, and declared 
Opinions, did write to them to the following effect; that ** at that former period, to which the 
% ancient policy wath regard to the Mogul apphess the King’s authority was fufficiently refpected 


s: [whic} 
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& Twhich he knew not to be truc, having himfelf declared, in his minnte of the 95th of O&cher, 
‘© 1974, lhat he remained at Delhi, the ancient capital of tiie Empire, «a mere c.pher in he ¢ dmi- 
& niftration of it.’?] to maintain itfelf againft common vicifhiudes,. “Chat Le wend not have 
< adv'fed interference, if the King himfclf retained the ecxercife of it, however feeble, in his 
*S own hands. That if it [the Mogul’s authority] is fufered to receive its t-al exti. Qior, it 
« is impoñible to forefee what power may arife out cf its ruins, or what cverts m:y Fe linked in 
<< the fame chain of revolution with it: But vour intercits may futfer by it—your repu-etion 
‘© certainly will, as his right to our affiftance has been cunjten ly achn wiledged, and by a train of 
< confequences, to which our Government has, not i ert om. sv, ¢ cn birth; but moft efpe- 
«c cially by the movements which ts influence, by too near an az? cach, has excited, it has en- 
*© fortunately become the efficient initrument of a reat portion ot the King’s prefent diftreffes 
< and dangers ;’’ intimating (as well as the ftudied obfcurity of his exprefions will permit any 
thing to be difcerned) that his own late intrigues hid been among the caufes of the diftrefles and 
dangers, which by new intrigues he did pretend to remove: And he did conclude this part of 
his letter with fome loofe general expreflions of his caution not to affect the Company’s 
interefts or revenues by any meaiures he might at that time take. 


XIV. 


That the principle, fo far as the fame hath been directly avowed, of the faid proceedings at 
the Mogul’s Court, was as altogether irrational, and the pretended-objeét as imprréticable, as 
the means taken in purfuit of it were fraudulent and difhonourable, namely, the reftoraticn of 
the Mogul in fonte degree to the dignity of his fituation, and to his free agency in the conduét 
of his affairs. For the faid Haftings, at the very time in which he did with the greateft 
apparent earneftnefs urge the purpofe which he pretended to have in view with regard to the 
‘dignity and liberty of the Mogul Emperor, did reprefent him as a perfon wholly difqualified and 
even indifpofed to take any active part whatfoever in the conduét of his own affairs ; and that 
any attempt for that purpofe would be utterly impracticable: And this he hath ftated to the 
Court of Direétors as a matter of public notoriety, in his faid letter of the 16th of June, 
1784, in the following emphatical and decifive terms: 


“© You need not be told the character of the King, whofe inertnefs, and the habit of long fuf- 
<c fering, has debafed his dignity and the fortunes of his houfe beyond the power of retrieving 
“© either the one or the cther. W hilit his perfonal repofe is undifturbed, he will prefer to live 
<c in the meanef? flate of indigence, under the rule of men whofe views are bounded by avarice 
< and the power which they derive from his authority, than commit any fhzere of it to his own 
& fons, though his affection for them is boundlefs in every other refpect; from a natural jea- 
< loufy, founded -on the experience of a very different combination of thofe circumftances which 
< once ferved as a temptation and example of unlawful ambition in the Princes of the Royal 
** Line. His Minifters, from a policy more reatonable, have conftantly employed every means 
‘** of influence to confirm this difpofition, and to prevent his fons from having any fhare in the 
<< diftribution of affairs,. fo as to have eftablifhed a complete ufurpation of the Royal Prero- 
<¢ gative under its own fanction and patronage.’ 


A 


XV 


That the faid Warren Haftings having given this opinion of the Sovereign for whofe freedom 
he pretended fo anxious a concern, did defcribe the Minifter, with whom he had long aéted in 
concurrence, and from whom he had juit received the extraordinary fecret Embafly aforefaid, for 
the purpofc -of effecting the deliverance of his Mafter, the Mogul, from the ufurpations of bis 
Minifters, as follows.;—*‘* The Firft Minifter, Mudjud ul Dowlah, is totally deficient in every 
<c military quality ; conceited of his own fuperior talents ; and formed to the practice oi that 
<< crooked policy, which generally defeats its own purpofe, but fincerely attached to his Mafter.’ 
The reality of the faid attachmen was not improbable but altogethcr ufelefs; as the fid Mi- 
nifter was the only one among the principal perfons about the King, who (befides the ‘otal 
want of all military and civil ability) poficfied no territories, troops, or other means of ferv.ng 
and fupporting him ; but was himfelf folely upheld by his influence over his Mafter ; neither 
‘doth the faid Pai ozi free him any more thn the perfons more efficient, who were to ke de- 
dtroyed, from a difpofition to alienate the King from an attention to his affairs, and from all 
‘confidence in his own family; but on the contrary, he brings him forward as the very firft 
among the inftances he adduces to exemplify the ‘practices of the Minifters againft thcir So- 
vereign and his children. 7 


XVI. That 


( 187 3 


XVI. 


That tke faid Warren Haftings, recommending in general terms, and yet condemning in 
detail, every part of his own pretended plan, as iinpradcticable in itfelf, and as undertaken in 
favour of perions all of whem he defcribes as incapable, and the principal as indifpofed to ayaH 
himivlf thereof, muit have had fome other motives for this long, intricate, dark, and laborious 
proceeding with the Mogul, which muft be fought in his aétions, and the evident drift and 
tendency thereof, and in declarations which were brought out by him to ferve other purpofes, 
but which ferve fully to explain his real intentions in this intrigue. 


AVIL 


That the other Members of tke Council General having abundantly certified their averfenefs 
to his intrigues, and even having fhewn apprehenfions of his going perfonzily to the Mogul and 
the Mahrattas for the purpofe of carrying on the fame, the faid Haftings was driven headlong to 
acts which did much morc openly indicate the true nature and purpefe of his machinations : 
For he at length recurred direéily and with little difguife to the Mahrattas, and did open an in- 
trigue with them, although he was obliged to confefs in his letter aforefaid, of the-16th June, 
1784, tnat the exception which he contended to be implied-in the orders of the Court of Direc- 
tors, forbidding the intermeddling in the difpute of ‘* the Country Powers,’’ namely, that 
« Powers not permanent,” did by no means appiy to the Mahrattas; and he informs the Court 
of Directors that he did, on the very firft advice he received of the flight of the Mogul’s fon, 
write to Mr. James Anderfon to apprize the Mahratta Chief, Scindia, of that event ; ** for 
“ which, as he was unprepared, he defired his [the faid Scindia’s] advice for his conduct on 
& the occafion of it.” Which method of calling for the advice of a Foreign Power to regulate 
his political conduct, initead of being regulated therein by the advice of the Britifh Council, 
and the {tanding orders of the Court of Diref&iors, was a procedure many criminal ; and the 
crime is aggravated by his not communicating the faid correfpondence to the Council General, 
as by his duty he was bound to do; but it does abundantly prove his concert with the Mahrattas 
.n all that related to his negociations in the Mogul Court, which were carried on agreeably te 
“heir advice, and in fubferviency to their views and purpofes. 


X VIII. 


That in confequence of the cabal begun with the Mahrattas, -the faid Chief, Scindia, did fend 
his ‘* familiar and confidential Minifters’’ to him the faid Haftings, being at Lucknow, with whom 
the faid Haftings did hold feveral fecret conferences, without any Secretary or other Affiftan: ; 
and the faid Haítings hath not conveyed tothe Court of Directors any minutes thereof, but hath 
purpofely involved even the general effect and tendency of thefe conterences in fuch obfcurity, 
that it is no otherwife poffible to perceive the drift and tendency of the fame, but by the general 
: {cope of councils and aéts relative to the politics of the Mogul, and of the Mahrattas togethcr, 
and by the final eventof the whole, which is fufficiently vilible. For 


XIX. 


That the faid Haftings had declared, in his faid letter of the 16th of June, r784, that the 
Mogzul’s right to our afhitance had been conitantly acknowledged ; that the Mogul had been 
oppreffed by the lefer Mahomedan Princes, in the character of his officers of ftate and military 
commandsis; and he did plainly intimate that the faid Mogul ought to be relieved from that 
fervitude. And he did, in giving an account to the Court of Directors of the conferences 
a‘orefaid, affure them that ** his inclinations [the inclinations of the Mahratta Chief aforefaid] 
‘© were not very diffimilar from his own;” and that ** neither in this, nor in any other in- 
<“ ftance, would he fuffer himfelf to be drawn into meafures which fhall tend to weaken their 
& connexion, nor in this even to oppofe his [the faid Chiecf’s] inclinations ;” the faid Haftings 
weil knowing, asin his letter co Colonel Muir of the he has confeffed, that 
the inclinations of the faid Scindia were to feize on the Mogul’s territories, and that he him- 
felf did fecretly concur therein, though he did not formally infert his concurrence in the treaty 
with the faid Mahratta Chief. Itis plain therefore that he did all along concur with the Mah- 
rattas in their defigns againft the faid King and his Minifters, under the treacherous pretence of 
fupporting the authority of the former againft the latter; and did contrive and effect the ruin 
of them a!l :—For, firit, he did give evil and fraudulent counfel to the heir apparent of the 
Mogul ‘* to make advances to the Mahrattas,’? when he well knew, and had exprefsly 
concurred in, the defigns ôf that ftate againft his father’s [the Mogul’s] dominions; and far- 


-ther 
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sther’to engage and entrap the faid Prince, he did affzit that ‘* our Government [meaning the 
‘Britith Government] ‘* was in intimate and fworn connexion with Madajee Scindia,” wher 
no alliance offenfive or defenfive appears to exiit between the faid Scindia and the Eaft India 
‘Company, nor can exit, otherwite than in virtue of fome fecret agreement between him the 
faid Scindia and Warren (iiaftings, entered into by the latter without the knowledge of his 
colleagues, and the Government, and never communicated to the Court of Directors: And, 
fecondly, he did, in order to further the defigns of the Mahratras, contrive and effect the ruin 
of the faid Moyui and his authority, by fetting on foot, through the aforefaid Major Browne, 
fundry perplexed and intricate megociations, contrary to public faith, and tothe honour of the 
Britifh nation; by which he did exceed:ngly encreafe the confufion and diforders of the Mo- 
gul’s Court, expofing the faid Mogul to new indignities, infults, and diftrefles, and almott all 
of the Northern parts of India to great aud ruinous convullions, until three out cf four o” the 
principal Chieftans, fome of them pofleffing the territories lately belonging to Nudjiff Cawn, 
and maintaining among them eighty thoufand troops of horfe and foot, and fome of which 
Chiefs were the Minifters aforefaid, being cut off by their mutual diffentions, and the fort of 
Delhi being at length delivered to the Mahrattas, the faid Scindia became the uncontrouled ruler 
of the royal army; and the perfon of the Mogul, with the ufe of all his pretenfions and 
claims, feil into the hands of a nation already too powerful, together with an extenfive ter- 
ritory, which entirely covers the Company’s Poficflions and Dependencies on one fide, and 
particularly thote of the Nabob of Owde. 


XX. 


That the circumftances of thefe countries did, in the opinion of the faid Warren Haftings 
himfelf, fufficiently indicate to him the neceflity of not aggrandizing any power whatfoever on 
their borders, he having, in the aforefaid letter of the 16th of June, given a deliberate opinion 
of the fituation of Owde, in the words following: ** That whilft we are at peace with the 
“<< powers of Europe it is only in this quarter that your poffleffions, under the Government of 
<c Bengal, are vulnerable.” And he did farther in the faid letter itate, that ** if things had 
<< continued as they had been to that time, with a divided Government, [viz. the Company’s 
and the Vizier’s, which Government he had himfelf eftablifhed, and under which it ever muft 
in a great degree remain, whilft the faid country continues in a ftate of dependence] ** the 
<< fighte fhock trom a foreign hand, or even an accidental internal commotion, might have thrown 
<c the whole into confufion, and ‘produced the moit fatal confequences.”’ In this perilous 
f—ituation he made the above-recited facrifices to the ambition of the Mahrattas, and did aH 
along fo a&tively countenance and forward their proceedings, and with fo full a fente of their 
effect, that in his minute of the 24th of December, 1784, he has declared, ** that in the 
** countries which border on the dominions of the Nabob Vizier, or on that quarter of our 
<< own, in effect there is no other power.” And he did further admit, that the prefence of the 
Mahratta Chief aforefaid, fo near the borders of the Nabob’s dominions, was no caufe of 
fufpicion ; for, ** that it is the effect of his own folicitation, and is fo far the effect of an act of 
€ that Government.” 


XXI. 


Thatin further purfuit of the fame pernicious defign, he the faid Warren Haftings did enter 
into an agreement to withdraw a very great body of the Britifh troops out of the Nabob’s 
dominions ; afferting, however truly, yet in direét contradiction to his own declarations, that 
“<< this Government [meaning the Britifh Government] has not any right to force defence 
<c with its maintenance upon him” [the Nabob]; and he did thus not only avowedly aggran- 
dize the Mahratra ftate, and weaken the detence upon the frontier, but did as avowedly detain 
their Captain General in force on that very frontier; notwithftanding he was well apprized, 
that they had defigns againft thofe dependent territories of Qwde, which they had with great 
difficulty been perfuaded even in appearance to include in the treaty of peace; and that they 
, have never renounced their claims upon certain large and valuable portions of them, and have 
shewn evident figns of their intentions, on the firft opportunity of afferting and enforcing 
them. And, finally, the faid Warren Haftings, in contradiction to fundry declarations of his 
own, concerning the neceflity of curbing the power of the Mahrattas, and to the principle of 
fundry meafures undertaken by himfelt profeffedly for that purpofe, and to the fenfe of the 
Houfe of Commons, exprefled in their refolution of 28th of May, 1782, againitt any meafures 
that tended to unite the dangerous powers of the Mahratta empire under one active command, 
has endeavoured to perfuade the Company, that ‘** while Scindia lives, every acccflion of 
ét territory obtained by him will be an advantage to this (the Britifh) Government ;? which, 
af it was truce as refpecting the perfonal difpofitions of Scindia, which there is no reafon to 
believe, yet it was highly criminal to eftablifh a power in ihe Mahrattas, which muft furvive 
tire 
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the man in confidence of whofe perfonal difpofitions a power more than perfonal was given, 
and which may hereafter fall into hands difpofed to make a more hoftile ufe of it. 


XXII. 


That in confequence of all the before-recjted intrigues, the Mogul Emperor being in the 
hands of the Mahrattas, he the faid Mogul has been obliged to declare the head of the Mahrat- 
ta {tate to be Vicegerent of the Mogul Empire, an authority which fuperfedes that of Vizier, 
and has thereby confolidated in the Mahratta ftate all the powers acknowledged to be of legal au- 
thority in India; in confequence of which they have acquired, and have actually already attempt- 
ed to ufe, the faid claims of general fuperiority againft the Company itfelf; the Mahrattas claim- 
ing aright inthemfelves to a fourth part of: the revenues of all the provinces in the Company’s 
polfefEon, and claiming in right of the Mogul the tribute due to him ; by which actings and 
doings the faid Haftings has, to the beft of his power, brought the Britifh provirices in India into 
a dependence on the Mahratta ftate ; and in order to add to the aforefaid enormous claims a 
proportioned force, he did never ceafe, during his ftay in India, to contrive the means for its 
increafe : For it is of public notoriety, that one great object of the Mahratta policy is to unite 
under their dominion the nation or religious fect of the Seiks, who being a people abounding 
with foldiers, and pofleffing large territories, would extend the Mahratta power over the whole 
-of the vaft countries tothe North-Weft of India. 


XXIII. 


That the faid Warren Haftings, farther to augment the power of the faid Mahrattas, and 
to endanger the fafety of the Britifh poflefiions, having eftablifhed in force the faid Mahrattas 
on the frontier, as afore recited, and finding the Council General averfe in that fituation to the 
withdrawing the Britifh forces therefrom, and for difbanding them to the extent required by 
the faid Haftings, did in a Minute of the 4th of December, 1784, after ftating a fuppofition, 
that, contrary to his opinion, the faid troops fhould not be reduced, propofe to employ them 
under the command of the Mcgul’s fon, then under the influence of the Mahrattas, ina war 
againft the aforefaid people or religious feét, called Seiks, defending the fame on the following 
principles: ‘** I feel the fenfe of an obligation impofed on me by the fuppofition I have made to. 
< ftate a mode of rendering the c:tachment of ufe in its prefcribed ftation, and of affording 
< the appearance of a caule for its retention.’” 


XXIV.. 


That the. faid Haftings did admit, that there was no prefent danger to the Company’s pof- 
feffions from that nation, which could juftify kim in fuch a war, as he had declared that the 
Mahrattas were the only power that bordered on the Company’s poffeffions and thofe of the 
Vizier; but he did affign, as a reafon for going to war with them, their military and enthu- 
fiaftic fpirit ; the hardinefs of their natural conftitution ; the dangers which might arife from 
them in fome future time, if they fhould ever happen to be united under one head, they exifting 
at prefent in a ftate little different from anarchy ; and he did predict great danger from them, 
and at no very remote period, ‘** if this people be permitted to grow into maturity without 
<< interruption.” And though he doth pretend, that the folicitations of the heir apparent of 
the Mogul, wto he fays did repeatedly and earneftly folicit him to obtain the permiffion to ufe 
the Company’s troops for the purpofe aforefaid, had weight with him; yet he doth declare, as 
he exprelies himfelf in the Minute aforefaid, that ‘* a ffronger impulfe, arifing from the hope of 
< blaffing the growth of a generation whofe ftrength might become fatal to our own, ftrongly 
< pleaded in my mind for fupporting his wifhes.’’ 


AXAXV. 


That the faid Warren Haftings, after forcibly recommending the plan aforefaid, did ftate 
{trong objections, that did, ** in his judgment, outweigh the advantages which might arife 
« from acompliance with it.” Yet the faid Hafiings, being determined to purfue his fcheme 
for agzrandizing, at any rate, the Mahratta power, in whofe adult growth, and the recent 
effeézs of it, he could fee no danger, did purfuc the defign of war againft a nation or fect of 
religion in its infancy, from whom he had received no injury, and in whofe prefent ftate of 
government he did not apprehend any mifchief whatfoever : And finding the Council fixed and 
determined on not difbanding the frontier regiments, and thinking that therein he had found an 
advantage, he did ground thereon the following propolition : 


«c If the cxpences[of the frontier troops] is to be continued, it may be furely better con- 
€ tinued for fome uf¢eful purpofe, than to keep up the parade of a great military corps, defigned 
3 C «& merely 
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‘et mercly to lie inactive in its quarters. On this ground therefere, and ọn the fuppofition 
*€ premifed, I revert to my original fentiments in favour of the Prince’s plan; but as this will 
éc require fome qualification in the execution of it, I will ftate my recommendation of it in 
€ the terms of a propolition, viz. that if it fhall be the refolution of the Board to continue the 
*¢ detachment now under the command of Colonel Sir John Cumming at Furruckabad ; and 
«c if the Prince Mirza Jehander Shaw fhall apply, with the authority of the King, ana the concurrence 
t of Madajee Scindia, for the afiftance of an Englifh military force to a& in conjunétion with 
< him, to expel the Seiks from the territories of which they have lately poflefled themfelves in 
€ the neighbourhood of Delhi, it may be granted, and fuch a portion of the faid detachment 
*© allotted to that fervice as fhall be hereafter judged adequate to it.” 


XXVI. 


That the faid Warren Haftingsdid, in the faid propofal, endeavour to circumvent and over- 
reach the Council General, by converting an apparent and literal compliance with their refo- 
lution into a real and fubftantial oppofition to and difappointment thereof. For his firt pro- 
pofal was to withdraw the Company’s troops from the Vizier’s country, on the pretence of 
relieving him from the burthen of that eftablifhment, but in reality with a vicw of facilitating 
the Mahratta pretenfions on that province, which would then be deprived of the means of 
defence. ‘And when the Council rejected the faid propofal, on the exprefs ground ot danger 
tothe province, by withdrawing from the Mahrattas the reftraint of our troops, the {aid 
Haitings, finding his firft fcheme in favour of the Miahrattas, againft the provin. ss dependent 
on the Company, - defeated, by the refufal of the Council to concur in the faid meatfure of with- 
drawing the troops, did then endeavour to obtain tae fame purpofe in a different way ; and 
inftead of leaving the troops, according tothe intention and policy of the Council, as a check 
to the ambition and progrefs of the Mahrattas, he propofed to employ them in the actual fur- 
therance of thofe fchemes of aggrandizement, of which his colleagues were jealous, and which 
it-was the object of their refolution to counteract. 


XXVII. 


That in the whole of the letters, negociations, propofals, and proje&ts of the faid Warren 
Haftings, relative to the Mogul, he did appear to purfue but one object, namely, the aggran- 
dizement of the lately hoftile and always dangerous power of the Mahrattas; and did purfue 
the fame by means highly difhonourable to the Britifh character for honour, juftice, candour, 
plain dealing, moderation, and humanity. 


(No. 19.) 


LIBEL on THE COURT or DIRECTORS. 


is 

at hero" Warren Haftings, Efquire, was, during the whole of the year 1783, a fervant of 

| the Eaft-India Company, and was bound by tòv duties of that relation, not only to yield 
“obedience to the orders of the Court of Direétors bii co zive tothe whole of their fervice an 
example of fubmiffion, reverence, and refpect ©. ..ei: au.hority : And that if they fhould, in 
the courfe of their duty, call in queftion any pa't > his conduét, he was bound to conduét his 
defence with temper and decency; and while his: nca&@ was under their confideration, it was 
not allowable to print and publith any of his letter: + -the.n, with wut their conient firit had and 


obtained ; and he was -bound by the fame principis» of duty, enforced by {till more cogent 
reafons, to obferve, in a paper intended tor publication, great modefty and moderation, and to 
treat the faid Court of Directors, his lawiul mafters, w.th recipes. 


IT. 
That the faid Warren Haftings did print and publifh, or caufe to be printed and publifhed, 


at.Calcutta in-Bengal, the Narrative of his Tranfaction at Benares, in a ietter written at hss 
place, 
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place, without leave had of the Court of Directors, in order to pre-occupy the judgement of 
the fervants in that fettlement, and to gain from them a faéctious countenance and fupport,. 
previous to the judgment and opinion of the Court of Directors, his lawful fuperiors. 


III. 


That the Court of Directors, having come to certain refolutions of faét relative to the en- 
gacements fubfifting between them and the Rajah of Benares, and the manner in which the 
fame had been fulfilled on the part of the Rah, did, in the fifth refolution, which was partl 
a refolution of opinion, declare as follows: ** That it appears to this Court, that the conduc 
€ of the Governor General towards the Rajah, whilft he was at Benares, was improper; and 
ce that the imprifonment of his perfon, thereby difgracing him in the eyes of his fubjeéts, and 
e others, was unwarrantable and highly impolitic, and may tend to weaken the confidence 
é which the native Princes of Indiaought to have in the juftice and moderation of the Com- 
e pany’s government”? 


Iv. 


That the faid Refolutions being tranfmitted to the faid Warren Haftings, he, the faid War- 
ren Haftings, did write, and caufe to be printed and publifhed, a certain falfe, infolent, mali- 
cious, and feditious libel, purporting to be a letter from him, the faid Warren Haftings, to 
the Court of Directors, dated Fort William, 2oth of March, 1783, ‘*‘ calculated [as the 
« Directors truly affirm] to bring contempt, as well as an odium, on the Court of Directors, 
<4 for their conduct on that occafion ;”? and the faid libel had a direct tendency to excite a fpirit 
of difobedience to the lawful government of this nation in India, through all ranks of their 
fervice. 


Vs 


That he, the faid Warren Haflings, among other infolent and contumacious charges and 
afperfions on the Court of Directors, did addrefs them in the printed letter aforefaid, as fol- 
lows :—‘* I deny that Rajah Cheit Sing was a native Prince of India. Cheit Sing is the fon of 
é a collector of the revenue of that province, which his arts, and the misfortunes of his 
«© mafter, enabled him to convert toa permanent and hereditary pofifeflion. "This man, whom 
<< you have thus ranked among the Princes of India, will be aftonifhed, when he hears it, at an 
€t elevation fo unlooked for; nor lefs at the independent rights which your commands have 
“ affizned him; rights which are fo foreign to his conceptions, that I doubt whether he will know in 
“© what language to affert them; un'efs the example which you have thought it confiftent with juftice, 
“* howev.r oppofite to policy, to fhew, of becoming his advocates againf? your own interefis, Should in- 
$< [pire any of your own f-rvants tobe his advifers-and infiruGors.’” And he did further, to bring 
into contempt the authority of the Company, and to excite a refiftance to their lawful orders, 
frame a fupp fition, that the Court of Directors had intended the reftoration of the Rajah of 
Benares and on that ground did prefume, inthe faid Libel, to calumniate, in difrefpectful and 
contumelious terms, the policy of the Court of Directors, as well as the perfon whom he did 
conceive to be the object of their protection, as followeth :—‘* Of the confequences of fuch a 
«c policy I foibeur tofpeak. Aaf happily, the wretch whofe hopes may be excited by the appearances 
< in his favour, isil qualified to avail himfelf of them, and the force which is flationedin the pro- 
“* vincecf Benares is fufficient to fuppre/s any fymptoms of internal fedition; but it cannot fail to 
& create diitruft and fulpence in the minds both of the rulers and of the people, and fuch a 
ftate is always productiveof diforder. But it is not inthis partial confideration thar I dread 
the effects of your commands, it is in your proclaimed indifpofition againft the firft executive 
‘© Member of your firit government in India. I almoft fhudder at the reflection of what might 
have happened, had thefe denunciations againtt your own Minifter, in faveur of a man uni- 
verfailly confidered, in this part of the world, as juftly attainted for ‘his crimes, the mur- 
derer of your fervants and foldiers, and the rebel to your authority, arrived two -months 
“* earlier,” 


VI. 


That the faid Warren Haftings did alfo prefume to cenfure and afperfe the Court of Directors 
for the moderate terms in which they had expreffed their difpleafure againft him, as putting him 
under the neceffity of itating in his defence a ftrong accufation againft himfelf; and as implying 
in the faid Court a confcioufnefs that he was not guilty of the offences charged upon him, 
being, as he afferts, in the Refolutions of the Court of Directors, ‘* arraigned and pre-judged 
“ of a violation of national faith in acts of fuch comrlicated aggravation, that, if they were true, no 
** punifhment SHORT OF DEATH could atone for the injury which the intereft and credit ate 
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®* public had fuftained in-them :” And he did therefore cenfure the faid Court, for applyirz no 
Stronger or more criminal epithets, than thofe of ** improper, unwarrantable, and highly im- 
** politic,” to an offence fo by them charged, and by him defcribed. And though it be true, 
that the expreffions aforefaid are much too referved for the purpofe of duly charaéterifing the 
offences of the faid Haftings, yet was it in him moft indecent, to libel the Court of Direétors 
for the fame; and his implication, from the tendernefs of the epithets and defciiptions aforefaid 
ufed towards him, was not only indecent, but ungrounded, maticious, and fcandalous;° he 
having himfelf highly, though truly aggravated ‘* the charge of the injuries done’ by him to the 
“ Rajah of Benares,” in order to bring the faid Dire€tors into contempt and iufpicion; the pa- 
ragraphs in the faid libel being as follow: ** Here I muft crave leave to fay, that the terms 
“* improper, unwarrantable, and highly impolitic, are much too gentle, as deductions from fuch 
‘< premifes; and as every reader of the latter will obvioufly feel, as he reads, the deductions 
st which inevitably belong to them, I will add that the ftri&t performance of folemn engage- 
s$ ments on one part, followed by acts directly fubverfive of them, and by total difpofleffion, 
* on the other, ftamps on the perpetrators of the lafter the guilt of the greateft poffible vio- 
s lation of faith and juftice.”"—<** There is an appearance of tendernefs in this deviation from 
%6 plain conflruction, of which, however meant, I have a right to complain; bec-ufe it im- 
*« pofes on me the neceffity of framing the terms of the accufation es myfelf, which you 
“© have only not made, but have ftated the leading arguments to it fo ftrongiy, that no one whe 
ss reads thefe can avoid making it, or not know it to have been intended.” 


Vil. 


That the faid Haftings, being well aware that his own declarations did contain the cleareft 
condemnation of his own condué& from his own pen, dd, in the faid libel, attempt to over- 
turn, fruftrate, amd render of none effe&, all the proofs to be given of prevarication, contra- 
diction, and of oppofition of action to principle, which can be ufed againft men in public truft, 
and did contend that the fame could not be ufedasainft him; and as if falfe affertions could be 
juftified by factious motives, he did endeavour to do away the authority of his own deliberate, 
wecorded declarations, entered. by him in writing on the Council Books of -the Prefidency ; for, 
after aflerting, but not attempting to prove, that his declarations were confiftent with his conduét, 
he writes in the faid libel as follows: For ‘* were it otherwife, they were not to be- made 
**. the rules’of my conduct; and God forbid that every expreilion dictated by the impulfe 
& of prefent emergency, and unpremeditatedly uttered in the heat of party contention, fhould 
Wi as upon me the obligation of a fixed principle, -and be applied to: every variable 
*© occation.’’ 


VII. 


That the faid Haftings, in order to draw the lawful dependence of the fervants of the Com- 
-pany from the Court ot Dire&ors, to a fa&tious dependence on himfelf; did, in the libel afore- 
faid, treat the acts and appointments of their undoubted authority, when exercifed in oppofition 
‘to his arbitrary will, as ruinous to their affairs, in the following terms: ‘* It is as well known 
éc to the Indian world, as to the Court of Englifh Proprietors, that the fir ft declaratory inftru- 
€“ ments of the diffolution of my influence, in the year 1774, were Mr. John Briftow and Mr. 
« Francis Fowke: by your ancient and known conftitution, the Governor has been ever held 
< forth, and underftood to poflefs the oftenfible powers of Government; all the correfpondence 
«c with foreign Princes is-condu&ted in bhis name; and every perfon refidcnt with them for the 
s<. management of your politital concerns, is underftood to be. more efpecialy his reprefentative, 
“*6: and of his choice—and fuch ought to be the rule; for how otherwife can they truitan Agent, 
< mominated againft the will of his principal? When the ftate of this adminiftraticn was fuch 
s as feemed to udmit of the a pointment of Mr. Briftow to the Refidency of Lucknow, without 
<€ much diminution of my own influence, I glad!y feized the occafion to fhew my readinefs to 
< fubmit to your commands. | prepofed his nomination; he was nominated, and declared to ‘be 
<: the Agent of my own choice. Even this effeét of my caution is a piy by your abfolute command 
xc for his re-appointment independent S me, and with the fuppofition shat I fhould be adverfe 
** to it.—I am now wholly deprived of my official powers, both in the Province of Owde, 
“and the Zemindary of Benares,” 


IX. 


That, further toemancipate others and himfelf from due obedience to the Court of Directors, 
he did, in the libel aforefaid, enhance his fervices ; which, without fpecification or proof, he 
lid fuppofe, in the faid libel, to be important and valuable, by reprefenting them as done under 
‘their difpleafure ; and doth attribute his not having done more, to their oppofition, as fol'ow- 
th; 46. [t is-now a complete period of eleven years fince I firft received the firft nominal charge 
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ec of your affairs; in the courfe of it I have invariably had to contend, not with ordinary dificul- 
<c tics, but fuch as moft unnaturally arofe from the oppofition of thofe very powers from which I 
«c primarily derived my authority, and which were required for the fupport of it. -My exertions, 
« though applied to an unvaried and confiftent line of action, have been occafional and Weful- 
« tory; yet I pleafe myfelf with the hope, that in the annals of your dominion, which fhall be 
s written after the extinction: of recent prejudices, this term of its adminiftration will appear 
< not the leaft conducive to the interefts of the Company, nor the leaft refcétive of the honour 
<< of the Lritifh name; and allow me to fuggeft the inftruétive reflection of what good might 
<< hove been done, and what evil prevented, had due fupport been given to that Adminifiration which 
et has performed fuch eminent and fubjlantial fervices without it.” 


And the faid Haftings, farther to render the authority of the faid Court perfe&tly contempt- 
ible, doth, in a ftrain of exultation for his having efcaped out of a meafure, in which by his 
guile he had involved the Company in a ruinous war, and out-of which it had efcaped by a 
facrifice of almoft all the territories before acquired (from that enemy which he had made) 
either by war, or former treaties, and by the abandoning the Company’s allies to their mercy ; 
attribute the faid fuppofed fervices to his a€&ting in fuch a manner as had on former occafions 
excited their difpleafure, in the following words: ore | 


s Pardon, Honourable Sirs, this digreffive exultation ; I cannot fupprefs the pride which I 
€< feel in this fuccefsful atchievement of a meafure fo fortunate for your interefts, and the na- 
<* tional honour ;. for that pride is the fource of my zeal, fo frequently exerted in your fupport, 
£ and never more happily than in thofe inftances in which I have departed from the'prefcribed and 
< beaten path of aétion, and affumed a refponfibility which has too frequently drawn on-me the moji 
S¢ pointed effects of your si | ae tig But however I may yield to my private feelings, in thus 
€ enlarging on the fubject, my motive in introducing it was immediately connected with its 
“* context, and was to contraft the actual fiate of your political affairs, derived from a happier 
‘¢ influence, with that which might have attended an’earlier diffolution of it 2? And he did value 
himfelf upon ‘* the patience and temper with.which he had fubmitted to all the indignities 
** which have been heaped upon him [meaning by the faid Court of Dire&tors] in this long 
Ú% fervice:’” And he did infolently attribute to an unufual ftrain of‘ zeal for their fervice, that 
he ‘* perfevered in the VIOLENT MAINTENANCE OF HIS OFFICE.”’ 


X. 


That in order further to excite the fpirit of difobedience in the Company’s fervants, to the 
Jawful authority fet over them, he the faid Warren Haftings did treat contemptuoufly and 
ironically the fuppofed difpofition of the Company’s fervants to obey the orders of the Court of 
Direétors, in the words following: ‘** Fhe recal of Mr. Markham, who was known to be the 
s public Agent of my own nomination at Benares, and the re-appointment of Mr. Francis Fowke, 
s by your order, contained in the fame letter, would place it [the reftoration of Cheit Sing] 
< beyond a doubt. This order has been obeyed; and whenever you shall be pleafed to order the 
<E refioration of Cheit Sing, I wili venture to promife:the Jame ready and exact Submiffion in the ether 
“<< Members of the Council: And hé did, in the poft{cript of the faid letter, and as on recol- 
lection, endeavour to make a reparation of honour to his faid colleagues, as if his expreffions 
aforefaid had arifen from animofity to them, as follows: <‘ Upon a careful revifal of what L 
s* have written, I fear that an expreffion which I have ufed, refpecting the probable conduct 
& of the Board, in the event of orders being received for the reftoration of Cheit Sing, ma 
€ be conftrued as intimating a fenfe of diffatisfaQtion, applied to tranfactions already paft.—lI¢ 
S¢ is not my intention to complain of any one.” 


Xi; 


That the faid Haftings, in the acts of injury aforefaid to the Rajah of Benares,:did affume 
and arrogate to himfelf an illegal authority therein, and did maintain that the acts done in con- 
fequence of that meafure were not revocable by any fubfequent authority, in the following 
words: ** If you fhould proceed to order the reftoration'of Cheit Sing to the Zemindary, from 
s< which, by the powers which I legally poffeffed, and conceive myfelf legally bound to affert againft 
“<< any fubfequent authority to the contrary, derived from the fame common fource, he was difpofiefled 
«c for crimes of the greateft enormity, and your-Council fhall refolve to execute the order, L 
« will inftantly give up my ftation, and the fervice. 


H, 


That the faid Warren Haftings did attempt to juftify his publication of the faid libellous 
letter, to and againft the Court of Directors, by aflerting therein, that thefe Refolutions 
B 3 D [meaning 
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fmeaning the Refolutions of the Court of Directors, relative to the Rajah of Benares] ‘* were 
**. either publifhed, or intended for publication ;” evidently proving, that he did take this un- 
warrantable courfe without any fufficient ailurance that the ground and motive by him affigned, 
bad any exiftence, 
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MAHRATTA WAR and PEACE, 


I, 
HAT by an Ad, paffed in 1773, it was exprefsty ordered and provided, €‘ that it fhould 


‘<< not be lawful for any Prefident and Council of Madrafs, Bombay, or Bencoolen, for 
& the time being, to makeany orders for commencing haftilities, or declaring or making war, 
& again{ft any Indian Princes or powers, or for negociating or concluding any treaty of peace, 
€ or othet treaty, with ‘any fuch Indian Princes or powers,’ without the confent and approba- 
€ tion of the Governor General and Council firft had and obtained, except in fuch cafes of im- 
“© minent neceffity as: would render it dangerous tq poftpone fuch hoftilicies or treaties until the or- 
** ders from the Governor General and Council might arrive.’’—That neverthelefs the Prefident 
and Council -of Bombay -did, in December, 1774, without the confent and-approbation of the 
Governor General and Council of Fort William, and in the midit of profound peace, com- 
mence an unjuft and unprovoked war againft the Mahratta Government, did conclude a treaty 
with a certain perfon, a fugitive from that Government, and profcribed by it, named Rago- 
naut Row, or Ragoba; and did, under various bafe and treacherous pretences, invade and con- 
querthe ifland of Salfette, belonging to the Mahratta Government. 


IL 


"That Warren Haftings, on the firft advices received in Bengal of the above tranfactions, did 
condemn the fame in the ftronyeft terms; declaring that ‘* the meafures adopted by the Prefi- 
«c dency of Bombay had a tendency to avery extenfive and indefinite fcene of troubles; and that 
€c their conduét was unfeafonable, impolitic, unjuft, and unauthorized.”——And the Governor 
‘General and Council, in order to put a ftop to the faid unjult hoftilities, did appoint an Am- 
baflador to the Pefhwa, or Chief of the Mahratta State, Refident at Poona; and the faid Ambaf- 
fador did, after along negociation, conclude a definitive Treaty of Peace with the faid Pefhwa, 
‘on terms highly honourable and beneficial to the Eaft India Company, who, by the faid treaty, 
obtained from the '‘Mahrattas a ceffion of confiderable tracts of country the Mahraita fhare of 
‘the city of Broach, twelve lacks.of rupees for the expences of the faid unjuft war, and particu- 
-Jarly the ifland of Salfette, of which the Prefidency of Bombay had poffeffed themfelves by fur- 
prize and treachery ; that in return for thefe extraordinary conceffions, the articles principally in- 
fifted on by the Mahrateas, with a view to their own future tranquility and internal quiet, were, 
that no.affiffance frould be given to any fubjeé? or fervant of the Pefhwa that fhould caufe diflurbances, or 
rebellion, in the Mahratta dominions, and particularly, that the Englifh- should not affi Ragonaut 
Row, to whom the‘Miahrattas agreed to allow five lacks of rupees a year, or a jaghire to that 
amount, and that he fhould refide at Benares; that neverthclefs, the Prefidency of Bombay did 
rective and keep Ragonaut Row at Bombay, did furnifh him with a confiderable eftablifbmentr, 
and continue to-carry on fecret intrigues and negociations with him, thereby giving juft ground 
of jealoufy ahd diftruft to the Mahratta State: That the late: Colonel John Upton, by whom 
the Treaty of Poorunder was negociated and concluded, did declare to the Governor General 
and Council, ** That while Ragonaut Row refides at Bombay, in expe€tation of being fupported, 
€ the Minifters can place no confidence in the Council there; which muft now be produétive of 
sc the greateft inconveniencies, and perhaps; in the end, of fatal confequences.”” That the 
faid Warren Haftings, concurring with his Council, which then contifted of Sir John Cla- 
vering; Richard Barwell, and -Philip Francis, Efquires, did on the 18th of Auguft, 1777, de- 
clate to the Prefidency of Bombay, ‘* that he could fee no reafon to doubt that the prefence of 
-s6 Ragoba at Bombay would continue to-be an infuperable bar tothe campletion of the ey 
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cs, concluded with the Mahratta Government, nor could any fincere cordiality and gaod under« 
« ftanding be eftablifhed with them, as long as he fhould appear to derive ¢ncouragement and 
cc fupport fromthe Englifh.” That Sir John Clavering died foon after, and thatthe late Ed- 
ward Wheler, Efquire, fucceeded to a feat in the Supreme Council. That, on the 29th of 
January, 1778, the Governor General and Council received a letter from the Prefidency of 
Bombay, dated therath of December, 1777, in which they declared, ** That they had agreed 
<% to give encouragement to a party formed in Ragoba’s favour, and flattered themfelves they 
< fhould meet with the hearty concurrence of the Governor General and Council! in the mea- 
<< fures they might be obliged to purfue in confequence.”” "That the party fo defcribed was faid 
to confift of four principal perfons in the Mahratta State, on whofe part fome overtures had been 
made to Mr. William Lewis, the Refident of Bombay, at Poona, for the aeffifiance of the Com- 
puny to bring Ragoba to Poona. That the faid Warren Haftings, immediately on the receipt of 
the preceding advices, did propofe and carry it in Council, by means of his cafting voice, and 
azrainft the remonftrances, arguments, and folemn prote{t of two Members of the Supreme 
Council, ‘That the andion of that Government fhould be given to the plan which the Prefident and 
Ccuncil of Bombay had agreed to form with the Mahratta government; and alfo, that a fupply 
of money (to the amount of ten lacks of rupees) fhould be immediately granted to the Prefident 
and Council of Bombay for the fupport of their engagements above mentioned; and alfo, that a mi- 
litary force fhould be fent tothe FPrefidency of Bombay. ‘That, in defence of thefe refolutions, 
the faid Warren Haftings did falfely pretend and affirm, ‘* that the refolution of the. Prefidency 
s“ of Bombay was formed on fuch a cafe of imminent neceffity,as would have rendered it dangerous 
to poftpone the execution of it, until the orders from the Governor General and Council 
might arrive; and that the faid Prefidency of Bombay were warranted, by the treaty of Poor- 
under, tojoinin a plan for conducting Ragonaut Row to Poona, on the application of the 
ruling part of the Mahratta State ;”? whereas the main objeé of the faid treaty, on the part of 
the Mahrattas, and to obtain which they made many important conceffions to the India Coma 
pany, was; that the Englifh fhould withdraw their forces, and give no affittance to Ragoba, 
and that he fhould be excluded for ever from any fhare in their government, being a perfon 
univerfally held in abhorrence in the Mahratta Empire; and if it had been true, (inftead of being, 
_as it was, notorioufly falfe) that the ruling part of the adminiftration of the Mahratta State 
folicited the return of Ragonaut Row to Poona, his return, in that cafe, might have-been 
effected by A&ts of their own, without the interpofition of the Englifh power, and without our 
interference in their affairs. “That ‘it was the fpecial:duty of the faid Warren Haftings, derived 
from a fpecial truft repofed in him, and power committed to him by Parliament, to have re- 
firained, as by law he had authority todo, the fubordinate Prefidency of Bombay from entering 
into hoftilities with the Mahrattas, or from making engagements, the manifeft tendency.of 
which was to enter into thofe hoftilities, and to have put a ftop to them, if any fuch had been 
begun. That he was bound by the duty of his office to preferve the faith of the Britifth govern- 
ment, pledged in the treaty of Poorunder, inviolate and facred, as well as by the fpecial orders 
and inftructions of the Eaft India Company, to fix his attention to the prefervation of peace through- 
out India; all which ‘important duties the faid Warren Hattings ‘did wilfully violate, in 
giving the /anéiion of the Governor General and’ Council to the dangerous, faithlefs, and ill- 
concerted projects of the Prefident and Council of Bombay, herein before mentioned,.from-which 
the fubfequent Mahratta war, with all the expence, diftrefs, and difgraces which have attended 
it, took their commencement; and that the faid Warren Haftings therefore is fpecially and 
principally anfwerable for the faid war, and for all the confequences thereof. That in a letter 
dated the 2oth of January, 1778, the Prefident and Council of Bombay informed the -Go- 
vernor Gen:ral and Council, that in confequence of later intelligence received from Poona, 
they had immediately refolved that nothing further could be done, unlefs Saccaram. Baboo, the principal 
zm the late treaty [of Poorunder] joinedin making a formal application to them. ‘That no fuch ap- 
plication was ever made by that perfon. That the faid Warren Haftings, finding that all this 
pretended ground for engaging in an invafion of the Mahratta government had totally failed, did 
then pretend to give credit to, and to be greatly alarmed by the fuggeftions of the Prefident and 
Council or Bombay, that the Mahrattas were negociating with the French, and had agreed to 
give them the port of Choul, on the Malabar coaft, and did affirm that the French had obtained 
PULeffion of that port: That all thefe fuggeftions and aflertions were falfe; and, if they had been 
true, would have furnifhed no juft occafion for attacking either the Mahrattas or the French, 
with both of whom ihe Britifh nation was then at peace :=—T hat the faid Warren Haftings did 
them propofe and carry the following refolution, in Council, againft the proteft of two members 
thereof, that, ‘* For the purpofe of granting you [the Prefidency of Bombay] the moft effec- 
“* tual fupport in our power, we have refolved to aflemble a ftrong military force near Calpee, 
the commanding officer of which is to be ordered to march, by the moft practicable route, to 
Bombay, or to fuch other place as future occurrences, and your dire&iens to him, may ren- 
der it expedient.” And with refpect to the /reps faid to be taking by the French to obtain a fattle- 
ment on the Malabar Coaft, the faid Warren Hattings did declare to the Prefidency of Bombay, 
** that it was the opinion of the Governor Gencral and Council that no time ought to be loft in 
« forming 
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ec forming and carrying into execution fuch meafures as might moft effectually tend to fruftrate 
fuch dangereus defigns:’”—T hat the faid Warren Haitings theicfore, inftead of fixing his at- 
tention to the prefervation of peace throughout India, as it was his duty to have done, did con- 
tinue to abet, encourage, and fupport the dangerous projects of the Prefidency of Bombay, and 
did thereby manifeft a determined intention to difturb the Peace ef India, by the unfortunate 
fuecefs of which intention, and by the continued efforts of the faid Haftings, the greateft part of 
India has been for feveral years involved ina bloody and calamitous war. That bth the Court 
of Dire&tors and Court of Proprietors did fpecially inftru€&t the faid Warren Haftinzs, in all his 
meafures, ‘* to make the fafety and profperity of Bengal his principal object,’’ and did heavily 
cenfure the faid Warren Haftings for having employed their troops at a great diftance from Ben- 
gal, in a war againft the Rohillas, which the Houfe of Commons have pronounced to be'izi- 
guitous, and did on that occafion exprefsly declare, ** That they difapproved of all fuch diftant 
“<< expeditions, as might eventually carry their forces to any fituation too remote to admit of 
“© their fpeedy and fafe return to the protection of their own Provinces, in cafe of emergency.” 
‘That the faid Warren Haftings neverthelefs ordered a detachment from the’ Bengal army to crofs 
the Jumna, and to proceed acrofs the Peninfula, by a circuitous route, through the diamond 
country of Bundle Cund, and through the dominions of the Rajah of Berar, fituated in the 
center of Indoftan, and did thereby {trip the Provinces fubje& to the Government of Fort Wil- 
liam of a confiderable part of their eftablifhed defence, and did thereby difobey the general in- 
ftructions, and pofitive orders of the Court of Direétors (given upon occafion of a crime 
of the fame nature committed by the faid-Haftings) and was guilty of a high crime and mifde- 
meanor. 


That the faid Warren Haftings, having taken the meafures herein before defcribed for fupport- 
ang thole of the Prefidency of Bombay, did, on the 23d of March, 1778; ‘* inveft the faid Pre- 
* fidency with authority to form a new alliance with Ragoba, and to engage: with him in any 
< {cheme which they fhould deem expedient and fafe for retrieving his affairs.” That the faid 
Haftings was then in pofleffion of a letter from the Court of Dire€tors, dated the 4th of July, 
1777, containing a pofitive order to the Prefidency of Bombay, in the following words: 
<< ‘Though that treaty: [meaning the treaty of Poorunder]} is not, upon the whole, fo agreeable 
** to us as we could-wifh, ftill:we are refolved ftriétly to adhere to it on our parts. "You muft 
€ therefore be: particularly vigilant; while Ragoba is with you, to prevent him’ from forming 
“* any plan againft what is called the Minifterial Party at Poona; and we hereby pofitively order 
€ you not to engrec with him in any fcheme whatever in retrieving his affairs; without the con- 
<t fent of the overnor General and Council, or the Court of Dire&tors.’? That the faid 
Ragoba feither did or could form any plan for his reftoration, but what was and muft be againft 
the Minifterial Party at- Poona; who held and exercifed the Regency of that State in the infane 
of the Pefhwa; and that, fuppofing him to haye formed any other /cheme, in conjunction with 
Bombay, for retrieving his affairs, the- faid Haftings, in giving a previous general authority to 
the Prefidency of Bombay.to engage with Ragoba in amy {cheme for that purpofe, without 
knowing what fuch- fcheme, might be,-and thereby relinquifhing and transfering to the 
diftretion of a fubordinate Government, that fuperintendance and controul over all meafures 
tending to treate ‘or provoke: a war, which the law had exclufively vefted in the Governecr 
General and Council, -was guilty of a high crime and mifdemeanor. That the faid Warren 
Haftings, having firft declared that the meafures taken by him were for the fupport of the engage- 
ments madé by the Prefidency: of Bombay, in favour of Ragoba, did afterwards, when it 
appeared that thofe negociations were entirely laid afide, declare that his apprehenfion of the con- 
fequence of a pretended s#trigue between the Mahrattas and the French, was the fole motive of 
all the -late -meafures taken for- the- fupport of the Prefidency of Bcmbay; but that neither of the 
preceding declarations contained the true motives and objects of the faid Haftings,: whofe real 

wrpofe, as it appeared foon after, was to make ufe of the fuperiority of the Britifh power in 
ndia, -to carry ‘on offenfive wars, and to purfue fchemes of conqueft, impolitic and unjuft in 
their defign, ill-comcerted in the execution, and which, as this Houfe has refolved, have brought 
great catarnties ori India, and encrmous expences on the Eaf# India Company. ‘That the faid Warren 
Haftings, on the 22d of June, 1778, made the following declaration in Council : ** Much lefs 
“¢.can L agree that, with {uch fuperior advantages as we pofieis over every power which can 
‘e: oppofe us, wefhould act merely on the defenfive. On the contrary, if it be really true that 
t: the Britifh arms and influence have fuffered fo fevere a -chéck in the Weftern world, it is 
s% more incumbent on thole, who are charged with the interefts of Great Britain in the Eaft, to 
<E exert themfelves for the retrieval of the national defs. ‘ We have the means in our power, and, 
** if’ they are not fruftrated by our own diflentions, I truft that the event of this expedinon will 
s< yield every advantage, for the attainment of which it was undertaken”? ‘That, in puriuance 
of the principles avowed in the preceding declaration, the iaid Warren Haftings, on the gth of 
July, 1778, did propofe, and carry it in Council, that an Embafiy ihould be fent from Bengal 
to Moodajee Boofla, the Rajah of Berar, falfely aflerting, that the faid Rajah, ‘* was, by 
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« intereft and inclination, likely to join in an alliance with the Britifh Government; and 
< fuggefting that two advantages might be offered to him, as the inducements to it; Firft, 
« the fupport of his pretenfions to the Sovereign power [viz. of the Mahratta Empire]; Second, 
& the recovery of the captures made on his dominions by Nizam Ally.’’ That the faid Haftings, 
having already given full authority to the Prefidency of Bombay te engage the Britifh faith to 
Ragonaut Row, to fupport him in is pretenfions to the Government or to the Regency of the 
Mahratta Empire, was guilty of a high crime and mifdemeanor, in propofing to engage the faine 
Britifh faith to fuppore the pretenfions of another competitor for the fame object ; and that in 
offering to affift the Rajah of Berar to recover:the captures made on his dominions by the 
Nizam, the faid Haftings did endeavour, as~far as depended on him, to engage the Britifh 
nation in a moft unjuft and utterly unprovoked war againit the faid.Nizam, between whom and 
the Eaft India Company a treaty of peace and friendfhip did then fubfift, unviolated on his part; 
notwithitanding the faid Raftings' well knew that it made part of the Eaft India Company’s fun- 
damental policy to fupport that Prince againft the”Mahrattas, and to covjfider him as one of the 
few remaining Chiefs, who were yet n À coping with the Mabhrattas, and that it was the Com- 
piny’s true intercf? to preferve a good underftanding with him. ‘That, by holding out fuch offers 
to the Rajah of Berar, the faid Haftings profefled to hope that the Rajah would ardently catch at 
the objects prefented to his ambition ; and alt h the faid Haftings did about this time lay it down 
as a maxim, that there is always a greater’ _ “age in receiving folicitations than in making advan- 
ces, he neverthelefs declared to the faid Rajah, that in the whole of his conduct he had departed 
from the common line of policy, and had made advances.where others, in his fituation, would have 
waited for folicitation ; thet the faid unjuft and dangerous projeéts did not take effect, becaufe 
the Rajah of Berar refufed to- join or be concerned therein; yet fo earneft was the faid Haftings 
for the execution of thofe projgés, that, in a fubfequent letter, he daringly and treacherou 
affured the Rajah, ‘* that, if he had accepted of the terms offered him by Colonel Goddard. 
“« and concluded a treaty with the Government of Bengal upon them, he fhould have held the 
*< obligation of it fuperior to that of any -engagement formed by the Government of Bombay, 
€c ane fhould have thought it his duty to maintain it, &c. againft rey, conen even o 
“t the moft valuable interefis and fafety of the Englifh poffeffions intrufted to his charge.” That all 
the offers of the faid chines cin aed with Ae cae ihe by the Rajah of Berar,- 
but the fame being difcovered and generally known throughout India, did fill the Chief of the 
Princes and States of India with a general fufpicion and diftruft of -the ambitious defigns and 
treacherous principles of the Britifh Gevernment, and with an univerfal hatred of the Britifh 
mation ; that the faid Princes and States were thereby fo thoroughly convinced of the necefhity of 
uniting among themfelves to oppofe a power: which kept no faith with any of them, and equally 
threatened them all, that, renouncing ail former enmities againft each other, they united in 2 
common confederacy againft the Englifh; viz. the Pefhwa, as Reprefentative of the Mahratta 
State, and Moodajee Boofla, the Rajah of Berar, that is, the principal Hindoo.powers of India, 
on one fide ; and Hyder Ally, and the Nizam of the Decan, that is, the principal Mahomedan 
powers of India, on theother, and that in confequence of this confederacy, Hyder Ally invaded,. 
over-ran, and ruined the Carnatic ; and that Moodajee Boofla, inftead of ardently catching at 
the objects prefented te his ambition by the faid Haftings, fent an army to the frontiers of Bengal; 
which army the faid Warren Haftings was at length forced to buy off with twenty-fix lacks of 
rupees, or £. 300,000 fterling, after a feries of negociation with the Mahratta Chiefs who com-— 
manded that army, founded and conduéted on principles fo difhonourable to the Britifh name. 
and character, that the Secret Committee of .the Houfe of Commons, by whom the reft of the 
proceedings in that buiinefs were reported to the Houfe,-have, upon due confideration, thought it 
proper to leave out the letter of inftruétions to Mr. Anderfon, viz. thofe given by the faid Warren 
Haftings to the Reprefentative of the Britifh Government; and concerning which the faid 
Committee have reported in the following terms :—‘* The fchemes of policy by which the 
* Governor General feems to have dictated the inftructions he gave to Mr.- Anderfon [the 
<< Gentleman deputed] will alfo appear in this document, as well ‘refpeéting the particular 
<< fucceffion -to the Rauje, as áo the mode of accommodating the demand of Chout, the 
<< eftablifhment of which was apparently the great aim of ‘Moodajee’s. political manœuvres, 
while the Governor General’s wilh to-defeat-it was avowedly more intent on the removal of 
< a nominal difgrace, than on the anxiety or refolution to be freed from an :expenfive, if an 
«© unavoidable incumbrance.”’ 


That while the faid Warren Haftings was endeavouring to perfuade the Rajah of Berar to en- 
gage with him in a fcheme to place the faid Rajah at the head of the Mahratta Empire, the Pre- 
fidency of Bombay, by virtue of the powers {pecially vefted in them for that purpofe by the faid 
Faftings, did really engage with Ragonaut Row, the-othér Competitor for the fame object, and 
fent a great part of. their military force eftablifhed for the defence of Bombay, on an expedition 
with Ragonaut Row, to invade the dominions of the Pefhwa, and to take Poona, the capital . 
thereof ; that his army being furrounded and overpowered by the Mahrattas, was obliged to capi- 
tulate ; and then, through:the moderation of the Mahrattas, was permitted .to-return quietly, but 
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Be! Fal peg u to Bombay. That, fuppofing the faid Warren Haftings could have been 
juftified in s Sie rdn the aR of reinftating Ragonaut Row, which he at firft authorized, 
and promifed to fupport, and in preferring a fcheme to place the Rajah of Berar at the head of 
the Mahratta empire, he was bound by his duty, as well as in juftice to the Prefidency of 
Bombay, to give that Prefidency timely notice of fuch his intention, and to have reftrained 
them pofitively from refuming their own project: That, on the contrary, the faid Warren 
Haftings did, on the 17th of Auguft, 1778, again authorize the taid Prefidency ‘c to ufift Ra- 
** goba-with a military force to conduct him to Poona, aud to eftablifh him in the Regcncy 
“* there ;”? and, fo far from communicating his change of pi.n to Bombay, did keep it cen- 
cealed from that Prefidency ; infomuch that, even fo late as the roth of February, 1779, Wil- 
liam Hornby, then Governor of Bombay, declared in Council his total ignorance of the 
ichemes of ae faid Haftings, in the following term: ; ‘* The fchemes of the Governor General 
< and Council, with regard to the Rajahof Berar, being yet unknown tous, it is impoflible for 
‘Ss us to found any meafures on them; yet®I cannot help now obferving, that if, as has been 
& conjectured, the gentlemen of that Prefidency have entertained thoughts of reftoring, in his 
<% perfon, the ancient Rajah Government, the attempt feems likely to be attended with no 
“ {mall difficulty :? “That whereas the faid Warren Haftings did repeatidly affirm, that it was 


his intention to fupport the plan formed by the P cy of Bombay in favour of Ragoba, and 
did repeatedly authorize and encourage them to it, he did, never he'efs, at the fame timc, 
in his letters and declarations to the Pefhwa, tot izam, and to the Rajah of Berar, falfel y 


and perfidioufly affirm; that it never was nor is defigned by the Englifh se A to give fupport to 
Ragonaut Row; that he, Haftings, had no idea of gene Rag naut Row; and that the dz- 
tachment he had fent to Bombay was fclely to awe the French, without the leaf? defign to afi Ra- 
naut Row: ‘What, fuppofing it to have been the fole profefed intention of tne faid Haftings, 
in fending an army acrofs India, to proteét Bombay againit a French invafion, even that pre- 
tence was falfe, and.ufed only to cover the real defign of the faid Haftings; viz to engage in 
projects of war and conqueft with the Rajah of Berar. ‘That on the 11th of C&ober, 1778, 
he informed the faid Rajah, 46 that the detachment would foon arrive in his territories, and 
< depend on him, Moodajee Boofla, for its fubfequent operations :? That on the 7th of De- 
cember, 1778, the faid Haftings revoked the powers he had before given to the Prefi ency cf 
Bombay, over the-detachment, declaring, that.the cvent of Colonel Goddard’s negociation 
with the Rajab of Berar was likely to caufe a very [peedy and effential change in the defign and ope- 
vations of the detachment; and that, on the 4th of March, 1779, the faid Hatftings, immediately 
after receiving advice of the defeat of the Bombay army near Poona, and when Bombay, if at 
any time, particularly -required to be protect againft a French invafion, did declare in 
Council, that he wifbed for~the return of the detachment to Berar, and dreaded to hear of its pro- 
ceeding fò the Malabar coaff ; and therefore, if the faid Haftings did not think that Bombay was 
in damger of being attacked by the French, he was guilty of repeated falfehoods in affirming 
the contrary, for the purpofe of covering a criminal defign; or, if he thought that Bombay was 
immediately threatened-with that danger, he then was guilcy of treachery, in ordering an 
wey, nec on that fuppofition to the immediate defence of Bombay, to halt in Berar, to 
on the-Rajah-of Berar for its fubfequent operations, or on the event of a negociation with 
that Prines, which, as the faid Haftings declared, was likely to caufe a very Jpeedy and effential 
"h in abe’ n and operations of the detachment; and finally, in declaring that he dreaded to 
“iii of tie fi 3 Ae tachment: s proceeding to the Malabar Coaf?, whither he ought to have ordered it 
to proceed: without delay, if, as he has folemnly affirmed, it was true that þe had been told, by 
the Bogbofà authority, that a powerful armament had been prepared in France, the firft object of 
ybicinwas an attack upon Bombay; and-that he knew, with moral certainty, -that all the Powers of 
Då adjacent Continent were ready to join the inva/fion. 





That through the whole of thefe tranfaQiions, the faid Warten Haftings has been guilty of 
contihued ehood, fraud, -con-+radiétion, and ‘duplicity, highly TE ourde to the 
charaer of the Britifh nation; that in confequence of the unjuft and ill-concerted. 
fthemes of the- faid Haftings, the Britifh arms, heretofore refpected in India, have fuffered 
repeated difgrates, and great calamitie,. have been thereby brought upon India ; and that 
the fald rten Hfaftings, as well in‘ exciting and promoting the late unp.ovoked and un- 
juftifiable war againft the Mahrattas, .as in the conduct thereof, has been guilty of fundry high 
crimes and mifdemeanors, 


That by the definitive Treaty of Peace’ concluded with the Mahrattas at Poorunder on the 
rftof Niarch, 17765. the Mahrattas gave up all right andgtitle to the Ifland of Salfette, unjuttly 
taken fram them by-the Prefidency of Bombay ; did alfo g've up to the Englifh Company, for 
ever-alt right and title to their entire fhares of the City and Pergunna of Broach; did alfo give 
for ever, to the Englifh Company a country of three lacks of rupees revenue, near to Broach ; 

-and, did allo agree tọ pay to the ~Company- twelve lacks -of rupags, in partyof the expences of 
the 
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the Enclifh army ; and that the terms of the faid treaty were honourable and advantageous to the 
India Company. 


That Warren Ilaftings having broken the faid treaty, and forced the Mahrattas into another 
war, by a rep. ited invation of tiicir country, and having conducted that war in the manner 
herein before defcribed, did, on the 17th of May, 1782, by the agency of Mr. David 
Anderfon, conclude another Treaty of perpetual Friendfhip and Alliance with the Mah- 
rattas, by which the faid Heitings agreed to deliver up to them all the countries, places, cities, 
ond forts, particularly the Iland of Bafein (taken from the Pefhwa, during the war) and to 
relinquifh all claim to the country of three lacks of rupees, ceded to the Company by the 
Treaty of Poorunder: “Thatthe faid Warren Haftings did alfo, at the fame time, by a 
private and feparate e d. liver up to Madajee Scindia the whole of the City of Broach ; 
that is, not only the fharein the faid City which t:e India Company acquired by the Treaty 
of Poortnder, but the other fhare thereof, which the India Company poficfled for feveral 
years before that treaty ; and that, among the reafons affigned by Mr. David Anderfon for 
totally ftripping the Prefidency of Bombay of all their poffefions on the Malabar Coaft, 
he has declared that ‘** from the general tenor of the reff of the Treaty, the fettlement 
< of Bombay would be in future put on fuch a footing, that it might well become a queftion 
< whether the poficfion of an inconfiderable territory, without forts, would not be attended 
& with more lofs than advantage, as it muit neceflarily occat:on confiderable expence, muft re- 
** quire troops for its defence, and might probably in the end lead, as Scindia apprehended, to 
e a renewal of war.” 


That the fard Warren Haftings having in this manner put an end toa war commenced by him 
without provocation, and continued by him without necefiity, and having for that purpofe 
made fo many facrifices to the Mahrattas, in points of efential intereft to the India. Company, 
did confent and agree to other articles utterly difhonourable to the Britifh name and charaéter, 
having facrificed or abandoncd every one of the Native Princes, who, by 4s folicitations and 
promifes had been engaged to take part with us in the war ; and that he did fo without neceffity, 
fince it appears that Scindia, the Mahratta Chief, who concluded the Treaty, in every part of 
bis condué? manifefted a hearty defire of eftablifhing a peace with us; and that this was the difpo- 
fition of all the parties in the Mahratta confederacy, who were only kept together by a general 
d-ead of their common encmy, the Englifh, and who only waited for a ceffation of hoftilities 
with us to return to their habitual and permanent enmity againft eachother. “That the Governor 
General and Council, in their tetter of 31ft Auguit, 1781, made the following déclaration to 
the Court of Direétors: ‘* The Mahrattas have demanded the facrifice of the perfon of Ra- 
“< gonaut Row, the furrender of the Fort and Territories of Ahmedabad, and of the Fortrefs 
of Gualior, which are not ours to give, and which we ċould not wreft from the Proprietors; 
$ without the greatef? violation of public Pa No ftate of affairs, in our opinions, could 
< warrant our acquiefcence to fuch requifition; and we are morally certain, thathad we yielded 
& to them, fuch a confcioufnefs of the {tate of our affairs would have been implied, as would 
“ have produced an effect the very reverfe from that for which it was intended, by raifing the pre- 
& fumption of the cnemy to exact yet more ignominious terms, or perhaps their refufal to accept. 
“ of any; nor, in our opinion, would they have failed to excite in others the fame belief, and 
& the confequent decifion of all parties againft us, as the natural confequences of our decline.’” 
‘That the faid Haftings himfelf, in his inftruétions to Mr. David Anderfon, after authorizing, 
him to rettore all that we had conquered during the war, exprefsly ‘* excepted Ahmedabad, an 
&& the territory conquered for Futty Sing Gwicowar.’’. “Fhat neverthelefs the faid Haftings, in; 
the peace concluded by him, has yielded to every one of the conditions reprobated in the pre- 
ceding declarations, as ignominious, and incompatible with public faith. 


cc 


That the faid Warren Haftings did abandon the Rana of Gohud, in the manner already 
charged ; and that the faid Rana has not only loft the Fort of Gualior, but all his-own country, 
and is himfelf a prifoner.—T hat the aid Hattings did not interpofe to obtain any terms in 
favour of the Nabob of Bopaul, wi'o was with great reafon deftrous va concealing from the Mah- 
rat.as the attachment he had borne to the Englifh Government ; the faid Nabob having a juft dread 
of the danger of being expofed to the refentment of the Mahrattas, and no dependente on the 
faith and po‘ection of the Englifh. That by the gth article of the treaty with Futty Sing, it 
was ftipulated, that when a negociation for peace fhould take place, his intereft fhould be pri- 
marily coniidered ; and that Mr. David Anderfon, the Minifter and Reprefentative of the Gon 
vernor General and Council, did declare to Scindia, that it was indifpenfably incumbent on us 
to fupport Futty Sing’s rights. 


That neverthelefs every acquifition made for or by the faid Futty Sing, during the war, par- 
ticularly the Fort and Territories of Ahmedabad, were given up by the faid Haftings: That Furty 
Sing was replaced under the fubje&tion of the Pefhwa (whofe refentment he had pono by 
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taking part with-us:in the war) and under an obligation to pay a tribute, not fpecified, to’ the 
Pefhwa, and to perform fuch {ervices, and to be fubjeét to fuch obedience, as had long been 
eftablifbed and cuftomary; and th:t, no limit bcing fixed to fuch tribute or fervices, the faid futty 
Sing has been left wholly at the mercy of the Mahrattas. 


That with refpect to Ragoba, the faid Haftings, in his inftructions to Mr. Anderfon, dated 
4th of November, 1781, contented himfelf with faying‘s We cannot total'y abandon the inte- 
<< refts of Ragonaut Row. Endeavour to obtain for him an adequate provifion.’’—That Mr. 
finderfon declared to Mad yee Scindia, ** that as we had given Ra-roba protection as an indc- 
& pendent Prince, and not brought him into our fetriement as a prifoner, we could not ix 
<< honour pretend to impole the /mallef# reftraint on his will, and he muft be at liberty to go 
** wherever he pleafed ; that it muft reft with Scindia himfelf to prevail on him to refide in his 
«< country; all that we could do was to agree, after a reafonable time, to withdraw our 
s< protection from him, and not infif? on the payment of the flipend to him, as Scindia had propofed 
** unlefs on the condition of his refiding in tome part of Scindia’s territories.” 


That, notwithftanding all the preceding declarations, and in violation of the public faith 
repeatedly pledged to Ragoba, he was totally abandoned by the faid Haftings in the treaty, no 
provifion whatever being made even for his fubfiftence, but on a condition to which he could 
not fubmit, without the certain lofs of his liherty, and probable hazard of his life; namely, 
that he fhould voluntari'y, and cf his own accord, repair to Scindia, and quietly refide with hii. 
‘That fuch treacherous defertion of the faid Ragoba is not capable of beinz juti:fied by any 
plea of necefflity; but that in fact no fuch neceflity exifted ; fince it appears that the Nizem, 
who, of all the contracting parties in the confederacy, was perfonally nx ft hoftile to Ragoba, 
did himfelf propofe that Ragoba might have an option given him of refiding within the Comp.any’s 
territorics.—— That the plan of negociating a peace with the Mahrattas, by application to 
Scindia, and through his mediation, was earneftly recommended to the faid Haftinas by the 
Prefidency of Bombay, fo early as in February, 1779+ who itated clearly to him the reafons 
why fuch applications-ought to be made to’Scindia, in preference to any other of the Mahratta 
Chiefs, and why it would probably be fuccefsful; the truth and juftice of which reafons were 
fully evinced in the ifue, when the faid Haftings, after incurring, by two years delay, all the 
lofies and diftréffes of a calamitous war, did actually purfue that very plan with much Jefs effect 
or advantage than might have been obtained at the time the advice was given. That he 
neglected the advice of the Prefidency of Bombay, and retarded the peace,-as well as made its 
conditions worfe, from an obftinate attachment to his projeét of an alliance offenfive and de- 
fenfive with the Rajah of Berar, the object of which was rather a new war, than a termination 
of the war then exifting againft the Pefhwa. 


That the faid Haftings did farther embarrafs ‘and retard the conclufion of a peace, by em- 
ploying different Minifters at the Courts of the feveral confederate powers, whom he feverally 
empowered to treat and negociate a peace:—Thatc thefe Minifters not 2cting in concert, not 
knowing the extent of each others commiffions, and having no initruétions to communicate 
their refpective proceedings to each other, did in effeét countera& their feveral negociations.— 
That this want of concert and of fimplhicity, and the myftery and intricacy in the mode of 
sonducting the negociation on our part, was complained of by our Minifters as embarraffing 
and difconcterting to us,-while it was advantageous to the adverfe party, who were thereb 
furnifhed with opportunity and pretence for delay, when it-fuited their purpofe ; and enabled 
‘to play off one fet of negociators againft another: That it alfo created jealoufy and diftruft 
in the various contending parties, with whom we were treating at the fame time, and to whom 
we were obliged to make contradictory profeffions, while it betrayed and expofed to them all 
our own eagernefs and impatience for peace; raifing thereby the general claims and pretenfions 
of the enemy. That while Dalhoufie Watherfton, Efq. was treating at Poonah, and David 
Anderfon, Efq. in-Scindia’s Camp, with feparate powers applied to the fame obje&t, the Mini- 
{fter at Poonah informed the faid Watherfton, that he had received propofals for peace from the 
Nabob of Arcot, with the approbation of Sir Eyre Coote; that he returned other propofals 
to the faid Nabob of Arcot, who had affured him (the Minifter) that thofe propofals would 
be acceded to, and that Mr. Macpherfon would fet out for Bengal, after which orders fould be imme- 
diately difpatched from the Honourable the Governor General and Council to the effec? wifhed. That 
the faid Nabob ** had promifed to obtain and forward to him the expeéted creers from Bengal 
“< in fifteen days, -and that he was therefore every inftant in expectation of their arrival ; and ob- 
£ ferved that, when General Goddard propofed to fend a confidential perfon to Poonah, he 
€ conceived that thofe orders muft have actually reached him.” “That therefore the treaty 
formally concluded by David Anderfon, was in cffe&t and fubftance the fame with that offered, 
and in reality concluded by the Nabob of Arcot, with the exception only of a Salfette, which 
the Nabob of Arcot had agreed to reftore to the Mahrattas. That the intention of the faid 
Warren Haftings, in prefling for a peace with the Mahrattas, on terms fo diflzonourable, and 
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by meafures fo rath and ill-concerted, was not to reftore and eftablifh a general peace through- 
out India, but to engage the India Company in a new war againft Hyder Ally, and to make 
the Mabhrattas parties therein. That the eagernefs and pafion with which the faid Haftings 
purfued this object, laid him open to the Mahrattas, who depended thereon for obtaining what- 
ever they fhould demand from _us.—That in order to carry the point of an offenfive alliance 
againft Hyder Ally, the faid Haftings expofed the negociation’ for peace with the Mahrattas to 
many difficulties and delays. That the Mahrattas were bound by a‘clear and recent engage- 
ment, which Hyder had never violated in any article, to make no peace with us which fhould 
mot include him; that they pleaded the facred nature of this obligation in anfwer to all our 
requifitions on this head, while the faid Hattings, ftill importunate for his favourite point, 
fuggeftce to them various means of reconciling a fubftantial breach: of their engazement with 
a formal obfervance of it, and taught them how they might at once be parties in a peace with 
Byder Ally, and in an offentive alliance for immediate hottility againft him. That thefe leffons 
of public duplicity and artifice, and thefe devices of oftenfible faith and real treachery, could 
have no effect but to degrade the national chara&ter, and to infpire the Mabrattas themfelves, 
" with whom we were in treaty, with a diftruft in our fincerity and good faith.—T hat the objeét 
of this fraudulent policy (viz. the utter deftruétion of Hyder Ally, and a partition of his 
dominions) was neither wife in itfelf, or authorized by the orders and inftruStions of the 
Company to their fervants; that ic was incompatible with the treaty of peace, in which Fi yder 
Ally was included, and contrary to the repeated and beft underftood injunctions of the Com- 
pary ; being in the firit place a bargain for a new war, and in the next, aiming atan extenfion 
cf our territory by conqueft. “Phat the beft and foundeit political opinions, on the relations 
of theie ftates, have always reprefented our great fecurity againft the power of the Mahrattas 
to depend on its being” balanced by that of Hyder Ally; and the Myfore country is fo placed 
as a bariier between the Carnatic and the Mahrattas, as to make it our intereft rather to 
ftrenethen and repa'r that barrier, than to level and deftroy it. That the faid treaty of parti- 
tion does €ap.er iuelf to be eventual with regard to the making and keeping of peace; but 
through the wuole courfe of the faid Haftings’s proceeding, he did endeavour to prevent any 
peace with the Sultan or Nabob of Myfore, Tippoo Saib, and did for a long time endeavour 
to fruftrace all the methods which could have renderéd the faid treaty of conqueft and partition 
wholly unneceflary, 


That the Mahrattas having taken no effe&tual ftep to oblige Hyder Ally to make good the 
conditions for which they had engaged in his behalf, and the war continuing to be carried on 
in the Carnatic by Tippoo Sultan, fon and fucceflor of Hyder Ally, the Prefidency of Fort 
St. George undertoo<, upon their own authority, to open a negociation with the faid Tippoo; 
which meafure, though indilpenfably neceflary, the faid Haftings utterly difapproved and dif- 
countenanced, expreisly denying that there was any ground or motive for entering into any 
direct or feparate treaty with T ippoo; and not confenting to or authorizing any negociation 
for (uch treaty, until after a ceffation of hoftilities had bcen brought about with him by the 
Prefidency of Fort St. George, in Auguft, 1773, and the ‘Minifters of Tippoo had been re- 
ceived and treated with by that Prefidency, and Commiffioners, in return, actually fent by the 
faid Prefidency to the Court of Poonah; which late and reluétant confent and authority were 
extorted from him, the fail Huftings, in confequence of the acknowledgment of his Agent at 
the Court of Madajee Scindia (upon whom the faid Warren Haftings had depended for en- 
forcing the claufes of the Mahratta treaty) of the precarioufnefs of fuch dependence, and of 
the neceflity of that direct and feparate treaty with Tippoo, fo long and fo lately reprobated 
by the faid Warren Haftings, notwithftanding the information and intreaties of the Préfidency 
of Fort St George, as well as the known diftrefles and critical fituation of the Company’s 
affairs. — Chat, though the faid Warren Hattings did at length give inftructions for negociating 
and making peace with Tippoo; exprefsly adding, that thofe inftruétions extended to af the 
points which occurred to fim or them as capable of being agitated or gained upon the occafion 
—though the faid inftru€tions were fent after the faid Commiffioners by the Prefidency of Fort 
St. George, with dire@tions to obey them; though not only the faid inftruétions were obeyed, 
but advantages gained which did rot occur to the taid WarrenHaftings ;—though the faid peace 
formed a contraft with the Mahratta peace, in neither: ceding any territory poffefied by the 
Company before the war, or delivering up any depcndant or ally to the verigeance of his 
adverfarics, but providing for the rcftoration of all the countries that-had been taken from the 
Company and their allies s—though the Supreme Council of ‘Calcutta, forming the legal Go- 
vernment of Bengal in the abfence of the faid Warren Haftings,' ratified the faid treaty: Yet 
the faid Warren Haftings, then abfent from the feat of Government, and out of the Province ot 
Bengal, and forming no legal or integral part of the Government during fuch abfence, did, 
after {uch ratification, ufurp the power of aéting as a part of fuch Government (as if aétually 
fitting in Council with the other Members of the fame) in the confideration and unqualified 
ccafure of the terms of the faid peace. :That the Nabob of Arcot, with whom the faid 
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Haftings did keep up an unwarrantable, clandeftine correfpondence, without any eommunica- 
tion with the Prefidency of Madras, wrote a letter of complaint, dated the 27th of -March, 
1784, againft the Prefidency of that place, without any communication thercof to the Taid 
Prefidency, the faid complaint being addrefted to the faid Warren Haftings, the fubftance of 
which complaint was, that he (the Nabob) had not been made a party to the late treaty 
And although his intereft had been fufficiently provided for in the faid treaty, the faid Warren 
Haftings did-fign a declaration on the 23d of May, at Lucknow, forming the balis of a new 
article, and making a new party to the treaty, after it had been, by all parties (the Supreme 
Council of Calcutta included) completed and ratified, and did tranfmit the faid new ftipulation 
to the Prefidency at Calcutta, folely for the purpofes, and at the inftigation, of the Nabob of 
Arcot; and the faid declaration was made without any previous communication with the Pre- 
fidency aforefaid, and in confequence thereof orders were fent by the Council at Calcutta to 
the Prefidency of Fort St. George, under the feveref threats in cafe of difobedience ; which orders, 
«whatever were their purport, would, as an undue aflumption of, and participation in, the 
Government fron which he was abfent, become a high mifdemeanor; but, being to the 
purport of opening the faid treaty, after its foiemn ratification, and propofing a new claufe 
‘and a new party to the fame, was-alfo an aggravation of fuch mifdemeanor, as it tended to 
convey to the Indian powers an idea of the unlteadinefs of the councils and determinations of 
the Britifh-Government, and to take away all reliance on its engagemements, and as, above 
all, itexpofed the affairs*of the nation and the Company to the hazard of feeing renewed all 
the calamities of war, from whence, by the conclufion of the treaty, they had emerged, and 
upon a pretence fe weak as that of propofing the Nabob of Arcot to be a party to the fame— 
though he had not been made a party by the faid Warren Haftings in the Mahratta treaty, which 
profeffed-to be for the relief of the Carnatic;—though he was not a party t> the former treaty 
with Hyder,- alfo relative to the’Carnatic ; though it was not certain whcther, if the treaty 
were once opened, and that even Tippoo fhould then confent to that Nabob’s being a party, 
whether he (the faid Nabob) would agree to the claufes of the fame, and confequentl 
whether the faid treaty, once opened, could afterwards be concluded—-an uncertainty, oF: 
which he,-the faid Haftings, fhould have learned to be aware, having already once been dif- 
appointed: by the faid Nabob’s refufing to accede to a treaty which he the faid Warren Haftings 
made for him withthe Dutch, ,about a year before. 


‘That the faid Warren Haftings having broken a folemn and honourable treaty of peace, by 
an unjuft and unprovoked: war ; having neglected to conclude that war, when he might have 
done it without lofs of- honour to the natron ; having plotted and contrived, as far as depended 
on him, to engage the India Company in another war, as foon as the former fhould be concluded ; 
and having at lait put an “end-to a moft unjuft war againft the Mahrattas by a moft igno- 
minious peace with them, in which he facrificed obje&ts effential to the interefts, -and fubmitted 
to conditions utterly incompatible -with the honour, of this nation, and with his own declared 
fenfe of the difhonourable nature of thofe conditions; and having endeavoured to open anew 
the treaty concluded. with’ Fippoo Sultan, through the means of the Prcfidency of Fort St. 
George, upon: principles- of- juftice and honour, and which eftablifhed peace in India; and 
thereby expofing: the- Britifh poffeffions there to the renewal of the dangers and calamities -of 
wqwar—has, .by.thefe feveral acts, been guilty of fundry high crimes and mifdemeanors. 





(No. 21.) 


Concealing his CORRESPONDENCE with the CouNrRY POWERS 
from the CounļncıL and the COMPANY. 


HAT by an’ A& of the 13th year:of his prefent Majefty, intituled, ** An A& for efta- 

‘© blifhing certain regulations for the better management of the affairs of the Eaft-India 

<< Company, as well in India as in Europe,” ‘* the Governor General and Council are re- 
< quired and directed to pay due obedience to all fuch orders as they fhall receive from the 
«e Court of Direétors of the faid United Company, and to correfpond from time to time, and 
a conttantly and. diligently tranfmit to the faid Court, an exact particular of all advices or 
‘<. inteligence, 
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<< intelligence, and of all tranfa&tions and matters whatfoever that fhall come to their know- 
‘<< ledge, relating to the government, commerce, revenues, or intereft of the faid United 
«© Company.” 


‘That in coniequence of the above recited A&, the Court of Dire&tors, in their General 
Inftructions of the 29th of March, 1774, to the Governor General and Council, did dire@, 
< ‘That the correfpondence with the Princes or Country Powers in India, fhould be carried on 
** through the Governor General only; but that all letters to be fent by him fhould be firft 
¢ approved in Council, and that he fhould lay before the Council, at their next meeting, all 
€ letters received by him in the courfe of fuch correfpondence, for their information.” 


~ And the Governor General and Council were therein further ordered, ‘* That, in tranfacting 

<< the bufinefs of their department, they fhould enter, with the utmoft perfpicuity and exa&- 
‘ nefs, all their proceedings whatfoever; and all diffents, if fuch fhould at any time be made 
< by any Member of their Board, together with all letters fent or received in the courfe of 
€ their correfpondence ; and that broken fets of fuch proceedings, to the lateft period pofible, 
s be tranfmitted to them (the Court of Directors) ; a compleat fet at the end of every year, 
& and a duplicate by the next conveyance.”’ 


‘That in defrance of the faid orders, and in breach of the above recited A& of Parliament, 
the faid Warren Haftings has, in fundry inftances, concealed from his Council the correfpond- 
ence carried on between him and the Princes or Country Powers in India, and negleéted to com- 
municate the advices and intelligence he from time to time received from the Britifh Refidents 
at the different Courts in India to the other Members. of the Government; and without their 
“knowledge, counfel, of participation, has difpatched orders on matters of the utmoft confe- 
quence to the interefts of the Company. ) 


That moreover, the faid Warren Haftings, for the purpofe of covering his own improper 
‘and dangerous practices from his employers, has withheld from the Court of Directors, upon 
fundry occafions, copies of the proceedings had, and the correfpondence carried on by him in 
his official capacity as Governor General, whereby the Court of Direttors have been kept in 
ignorance of matters which it highly imported them to know, and the affairs of the Company 
have been expofed to much inconvenience and injury. 


That in all fuch concealments and aéts done or ordered without the confent and authorit 
of the Supreme Council, the faid Warren -Haftings has: been guilty of high.crimes and mif- 
demeanors. 


HOUSE 
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HOUSE or COMMON S. 


APRIL 26th. 


MAJOR SCOTT moved for leave to bring up a petition from Warren Haftings, Efq. 
praying to be heard by himfelf againft the matter of the charges now exhibited to the 
Houte againft him, and alfo for a copy of thofe charges. This petition, Major Scott obferved., 
would have been prefented ar an earlier period, but that the firft feries of the charges were not 
laid before the -Houfe until the 4th inftant, to which fucceeded a fecond feries on the rath ; 
et the whole, it was underftood, were not yet completed. Under thefe circumftances it was 
impoffible to have laid in an earlier claim to the privilege of reply on the part of Mr. Haftings; 
‘a privilege which he now demanded on the ftrongeft pleas of equity. In addition to thefe there 
was another circumftance which fhould impel the Houfe to a compliance—As thefe charges 
having been already printed and circulated through the country, the benignity of the Houfe 
was called on not torefufe Mr. Haftings permifiion to reply. 


The petition was then brought up, and read at the table. 


Major Scott then moved, that Mr. Haftings fhould be heard at the Bar of the Houfe, and 
‘that he fhould be allowed a copy of the charges. 


Sir Grey Cooper faid he had no objection to the firft part of the petition; it was certainly 
roper that Mr.-Haftings fhould be t2ord in his own defence: but it did not equally meet his 
ideas of propriety, that a copy floi. be given of charges which lay on the table as yet in a 
crude ftate, and liable tonumberlefs variations in the different itages of this bufinefs. Hie then 
recited feveral precedents in fuppurt of this opinion, 


Mr. Burke concurred in the propriety of hearing Mr. Haftings in his defence at whatever 
time and in whatever manner it was brought ferward. But he could not a!fo agree that he 
fhould be fupplied with a copy of charges paitly unarranged, and totally unfinifhed. He had 
himfelf dif€éovered many parts which would require alt ration. Yhis, however, whiift it 
formed a ftrong objeétion t> the prefent demand, had arifen folely from the neceMity which had 
been impofed on him by the Houfe. It nad been his œi 'nal intention firft to have examined 
evidence and to have drawn his charges from the faéts which fnould then appear. But that 
mode had been exactly reverted ; he had been cowpellid to biinz forward his charres prema- 
turely, and he was now to look to that oral ev:dence which fhould have been their bafis, not 
only to fubftantiate the facts ailedged, but alfo to tupsl, the cafas which had bren occafioned 
by this tranfpofition, and by the refufal of many very materil documents. To obviate the 
confequences of fuch deficiency, it had bren deemed ne -ry to lay the charges in fuch a 
manner as to comprehend whatever fupplatory tudts fhould ce varer ay pear from the evidence. 
The charges being tor thofe reafons incomplete, he could not thin's taat Mr. Haftings, on any 
principleof effential juftice, was entitled to » opy of them in their pro foot cate. If the Houfe, 
however, was difpofed to grant a copv as a matter of favour, that wes totally a matter of 
diftinet confideration. ` For his part, as Mr. Haftivgs’- reply could not be cenñdered as his 
defence, and as that reply may poffib'y throw new ligh:s on the queftion, he iad no very great 
objection to the compliance of the Houfeon the occasion. äi 


Mr. Fox profeffed himfe!f of a very different opinion with his Right Honourable F:'end, 
and thought it bighly improper thet a cupy of the char es thould Fe granted. “his w. , he 
obferved, a cafe in which the Heufe fheuld be particularly adherent to tne precedents which 
occurred, and mott oblervant of the regular order of their proceed'nzs. Every prin -te of 
equity, without doubt, demanded that the perfon accufed fhould be made acquainted with the 
nature and extent of the chargesex vibited againit him; but ic by no means followed thai thefe 
charges fhould be produced until they were finally and articulately arraigned. Every precedent 
he had heard on the occafion, militated (trongly azainft the procedure; and until one was ad- 
A whieh gave it fanction, he fhould certainly perfevere in his oppofition to the de- 
mand. 


Mr. Pitt faid, that ona fubject fo new, it fhould not appear ftrange if few precedents could 
found, and the difficulty of the refearch -was exercifed, when it was confidered that the 
“charges 
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charges were brought by a Member of that Houfe againft a perfon who was not fo. This, 
however, he apprehended, was an immaterial difference, and as fuch he koped it would be 
viewed by the Houfe, IF this diftinSion was overlooked, the cafe of Mr. Seymour in the year 
rs1oincn becamea precedent exactly in point. On the impeachment of that gentleman, a 
ecpy of the original charges had becn granted him, to which he was likewife permitted to 
make a reply; and the conclufive proceedings were founded on acomparifon of both. Nor was 
this the only precedent which occurred. In 1620 Sir John Benning was alfo ailowed a copy of 
the heads of the charges again{ft him, before evidence had been adduced to fubftantiate them. 
In thefe cates the charges repeating only the crime of peculation, were eafily anfwered; but in 


the prefent inftance the ncceflity was greater, as the charges were more voluminous and com- 
parcated. 


-He then adverted, in ftrong terms, to the importance of the charges on the table. From 
the utuation of the perfons accufed, and the nature of the charges brought againft them, the 
honour of that Houfe was materially concerned, and would be injured by an hafty or erroneous 


decifien 5; a condign puniflment or a fignal and unequivocal deliverance was indifpenfably 
necefiiry. 


What defence or what exculpation Mr. Haftings may be able to adduce, he knew not; but 
as he hoped and trufted that he would be able to clear himfelf: from the guilt imputed to him, 
he was confequently defirous of giving him the earlieft opportunity. On the fubjeéi of the 
charges on the table he thought it neceflary to remark, that they were in many parts overloaded 
with extraneous matter; in others filled with circumftances totally irrelevant ; that they were 
freyuently obfcure, and fometimes unintelligible. However therefore he wifhed for a fpeed 


and ferious inveftigation; he thought it previoufiy necefiary that thefe charges fhould be difen- 
cumbered and explained. 


Mr. Fox declared himfelf ready to abide by the precedents which the Right Honourable 
Gentleman had quoted, if on being read they appeared to be really in point. He animadverted 
on tne aflzrtion that the charges contained much of irrelevant and extraneous matter. This he 
totally denied. ‘That they were copious and diffufe he would readily allow, but could not admit 
that they were burthened by any extenfion which was not juftified by the circumftances of the 


cafe, and the ncceffity of fupp!ying the fulleft information on the fubje&. He concluded with 
defiring that the precedents might be read. 


Along converfation then took place on the relation which thofe precedents bore to the cafe 
now pending. 


Mr. Burke, in the courfe of his remarks, took occafion to vindicate the charges he had made, 
and the manner in which they were given to the Houfe. 


Mr. Fox, Mr. Pitt, and feveral others {poke, after which Major Scott’s motion was carried 
without a divifion. 


Mr. Burke then reminded the Houfe, that the prefent was the day appointed for going into > 
a Committee, and hearing evidence on this bufinefs. He had to lament, he faid, that from 
the decayed conftitutions which gentlemen in general brought from the Eaft-Indies, he was, 
for the prefent, deprived of the asiiftance of fome very material evidence. He read a letter 
from Colonel Crardiner, apologizing for non-attendance, on account of indifpofition, and in- 
clofing a certi‘.cate from his phyfician to that purpofe. He faid, that on this account he fhould 
be compelled to change the order of the witneiles who were to be examined; tnat thofe who 
were moft infirm fhould be firft attended to: amongit them, he faid, was Sir William Barker, 
who now attenced as anecvidence. Jle therefore wifhed thac the Houfe would immediately 
refolve itfelf into a Committee, and for that purpoie moved, that the Speaker do now leave 
the chair. 


The Mafer of the Rolls (Sir Lloyd “cnvon) contended, that as the Houfe had confented to 
hear Mr. Hailings on the fubject of the charges now before them, it would be unfair to make 


any addition to thofe charges, or to cail in any fuppletary evidence until Mr. Haftings fhould 
firit have been heard. 


Mr. Burke replied, that as no limited time had been affigned, in which the perfon accufed 
ros to make his reply, it would be in the power of Mr. Hattings to give in his anfwer alfo to 
whatever additions may be made by the parole evidence te the charges already before them. It 
would, in his opinion, be even more advantageous to the party accufed, asthe mere complète 
the charges were made, the lfs addition would be neceflary to his defence. 
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“This difference of opinion produced along and defultory converfation. The fpeakers on the 
part of Adminiftration, and aga‘nft the calling in of evidence, were, Mr. Pitt, Mr. Dundas, 
the Attorney General, Mr. Wilberforce, and Mr. Bearcroft; on the part of Oppofition, Mr. 
Fox, Mr. Burke, Mr. Sheridan, Mr. Anftruther, and Mr. Hardinge. 


A divifion enfued on the queftion for the Speaker’s leaving the chair, in which the numbers 
were, 





Ayes, sa 80 
Noes, _— — 139 
Majority againft the Motion, — 59 





On the return of the Members from the divifion, the Speaker ftarted a doubt whether in 
point of -order Mr. Haftings fhould be heard before the Committee of the whole Houfe, to 
which the papers had been referred, or before the Houfe, who had given him the permiffion 
to fpeak. 


It was, after fome time, determined that Mr. Haftings fhould be heard at the Bar of the 
Houfe on Monday next, and that the evidences-.fhould be examined oa Tuefday. 


- -Adjourned. 


“APRIL 27th. 


Mr. BURKE delivered in-two additional charges againft Mr. Haftings, declaring at the fame 
time that he fhould prefent a third before the Houfe rofe, and that then there would remain but 
two more, which would be ready in a day or two. 


Major Scott faid, he had a Petition in his hand to prefent from Mr. Haftings, praying to be 
heard againft the matter in the Charges that had been prefented by Mr Burke in his place on 
the 4th and 12th of April. The Major affured the Houfe that Mr. Haftings had no with to 
delay the proceedings, but on the contrary every poffible wifh to urge them forwar-i with as 
much difpatch as the nature of the cafe would admit. The Major ftated the contents of the 
Petition, and moved-that it be brought’up, and read. It was as follows: 


To the Honourable the Commons of Great Britain in Parliament affembled, 


The humble Petition of WARREN HASTINGS, late Governor General of Bengal, 


Sheweth, 


«< THAT your Petitioner obferves by the Votes of the 4th and 12th days of April inftant, 
<< that Mr. Burke in his place charged Warren Haftings, late Governor General of Bengal, 
“* with fundry high crimes and mifdemeanors, and prefented to the Houfe feveral articles of 
“* charge of -high crimes and mifdemeanors againft the faid Warren Haftings. 


“ ‘Your Petitioner therefore humbly prays that he may be heard: in his defence to-the feveral 
€ articles,. and.that he may be allowed a copy of :he fame. 


“ And your petitioner, as in duty bound, 
<< Shall ever pray, 
S“WAREREEN HASTINGS? 
~ Mr. Burke faid he had no objection, provided its contents could be complied with conforma- 


bly to precedent. It being ordered to be brought up, it was delivered by Major Scott, and 


read from the Chair. It was then moved << that Mr. Haftings be permitted to be heard, and 
that copies of the Charges be granted him,” diii á 
Sir 
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Sir Grey Cooper rofe, not, he faid, to objec to the firft part of the motion, but to ftate fuch 
‘precedenis as he had found upon the Journals, as to the proceeding in cafes of that kind. Sir 
Grey then read a few precedents, from the neareft of which to the prefent proceedings, it ap- 
peared that parties accufed had been indulged with.a hearing, but that copies of the Charges 
had not been granted. Sir Grey added a word or two on thefe precedents, and contended, that 
it would be impoflible to comply with the latter part of the motion. 


Mr. Burke thanked Sir Grey for the precedents he had ee himfelf the trouble to 1ook ror, 
and coincided with him in the opinion, that copies of the Charges could not be granted; or if 
they were, that they would prove of no ufe to Mr. Haftings, to whom he declared he wifhed 
every degree of reafonable indulgence to be fhewn. Mr. Burke faid, it was “well known that 
it had originally been his intention to have called his evidence firft, and then proceeded gradually 
to let the charge grow out of the evidence ; but the Houfe in its wifdem had thought proper to 
vote a different mode of proceeding, and to direct, that the charges fhould ‘be firt made, and 
then that he fhould proceed to fubftantiate them by evidence. Hence he had been reduced to the 
necéffity of altering his plan, and of making his charges as comprehenfive as poffible, taking 
in and ftatins every thing that private information could furnifh him with. But it had fince 
appeared, that in feveral of the charges there was fuperfluous matter, which. called for correc- 
tion, and to omit which, he fhould himfelf move in the fubfequent ftages. of the bufinefs. Mr. 
Burke mentioned, in illuftration of this, that he had in one charge accufed Mr. Haftings with 
not having called in and cancelled his Bengal Bills, whcreas the faét.-was, as appeared bv papers 
laid on the table fince, that the bills were, as he conjectured they would be, all cancelled and 
difcharged. ‘Ihis, therefore, was to be fet to rights, and a variety of other things. He defired 
the Houfe to recollect that they were proceeding as accufers, and that Mr. Haftings could only 
make a defence with fuccefs, where there exifted a power of acquittal.—If he were to make a 
defence there, nothing could be more evident than that he ought to have the benefit of Counfel, 
and of calling witnefles to examine to faéts. As he had only prayed to be heard himfelf, the 
cafe was otherwife. Mr. Burke reafoned upon the precedents that had been cited by Sir Grey, 
‘and fhewed that there was fome analogy between one of them and the proceeding then pending. 
—RHe concluded with expreffing it as his opinion, that the firft part. of the motion might be com- 
plied with, but that the fecond could not. 


Mr. Fox fupported Mr. Burke, and {tated that the charges before the Houfe were not articu- 
lated charges, but mercly general collections of accufatory faéts, out of which the real charges 
were to be extracted, and every body knew, that even after the Houfe had decided upon thofe 
raal charges, articles fhort, f{pecifick, and pointed were to be drawn and fent up to the Houfe’ 
of Lords, as the grourids of impeachment. Mr. Fox reafoned upon this for fome time, and 
declared, that unlefs a. precedent could be adduced, to prove that under fuch peculiar circum- 
ftances, copies of charges had been granted by that Houfe to a party accufed, he fhould be of 
opinion ‘that the Houfe could not grant charges, that were loofely drawn, and which the Com- 
mittee, to whom they were to be referred, would neceflarily alter materially. He concluded: 
-with faying, he faw there was fomething like a fearch after precedents going forward, he there- 
fore hoped either a precedent would be-cited, or the Houfe would not fuffer the copies in queftion 
to be granted. 


The Chancellor of- the Exchequer:produced two precedents from the journals, and-contended 
that the argument of the Right Honourable Gentleman applied in a direétly oppofite way to that: 
in which he had ufed it. If when a-charge had beem formed in a dry, terfe, and clofe manner,: 
it was neceflary to give a copy of it to the culprit, much more was it fo when it was dilated to 
fuch length as thofe before the Houfe, when it was fo diffufe, fo detailed, and fo full of extraneous 
matter. T he charges he ~as willing to admit contained great criminal matter, and fuch as it 
was highly incumbent on the Houfe to inveftigate and bring to a moft ftrict enquiry ; but {till 
they were fo filled with aggravation and unconneéted details, they were fo confufed and compli- 
cated, fo irrelevant, and-in many places fo unintelligible, that he thought it abfolutely impoffible. 
for the Houfe at large to be able to feparate accurately and diftinétly thofe parts then that were 
worthy of attention, from fuch as were entirely foreign from the main defign. As it was by ail 
admittea that Mr. Haftings ought to be heard, it muft alfo follow that he ought to have a cop 
of the charges delivered in againft him, for it was only from thofe Charges that he could be able 
to judge what would be proper for him to fay to the Houfe. From them alone he could judge 
what parts it would be proper for him to admit, what to deny, and what to juftify. Nay, 
whether he might not demur to the whole. When he faid that there was much criminal matter 
contained in the charges, he did not mean to infinuate that he had formed any opinion, whether 
{uch criminal char.es were well founded or not, he fhould be inclined to hope at leaft that the 
would appear otherwife ; there being very ferious charges made, the Houfe were bound to loo 
into them with every poffible degree of circum{peétion and acutenefs, but that not more in favour 
of the charge than of she perfon accufed. He offered feveral precedents to fhew that g 
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been always the uniform practice of the Houfe to afford a copy of the charges to the party pre- 
vious to the going into the evidence to fubftantiate fuch charges, and gave it as his opinion, thut 
though the prefent charge differed from all former ones, inafmuch as they were more diffuic 
and general and filled with more foreign matter than any that had ever before been offered , 
for that reafon contrary to the arguments of the Gentlemen on the other fide, it was the more 
neceflary to allow a copy. He fhould therefore heartily agree to the motion. 


‘Mr. Burke began a moft ingenious and able fpeech, with declaring, that he pretended not 
to have been capable of producing charges of fuch magnitude, importance, and variety of mat- 
ter in a ftate of perfect correctnefs ; men of much greater abilities than he pretended to, could 
not have done it; in this, as in many other cafes, materiam non fuperabit opus, the plate was 
often better than the fafhion, and thus he prefented the Houfe with his rough ingots, and left 
it for them to polifh them and put them into fhape and form. “The Honourable Gentleman, 
however, had made an admiffion and an objection. He had confeffed (he meant not upon com- 
pulfion but voluntarily, and for which he thanked him) that the charges he had brouphr for- 
ward contained much matter of great and fericus criminality, that the honour of the Houte, 
and the character ob the nation, were deeply interefted in the ifue of the bufincfs, and that it 
became their indifpenfible duty to take care that fubftantial juftice was done, and if the guilt 
imputed was fully made out, that the party accufed fhould be brought to condign punifhiment. 
Fhis was a fair and juft confeffion on the part of the Right Honourable Gentleman, and he 
was happy to find, that confufed, complicated, irrelevant, and almoft unintelligible, as the 

ight Honourable Gentleman had declared the charges to be in many parts, he had neverthelefs 
underftood them fufficiently to find out that they contained much matter of heinous criminal 
offence. The objection that had accompanied this admiffion was what he would next {peak to. 
Mr. Burke then proceeded to ftate the utter impoffibility for him, denied as he had been his 
own mode of proceeding’by adducing evidence firft, and then making the charges arife as it 
were out of the evidence, to have drawn his charges in a fhorter compafs, without actually ren- 
dering them ten times more liable to the objection of their being confufed and unintelligible. 
He entered into a difquifition on the difference between crimes of a fpecific and afcertainea na- 
ture, fuch as were defined and known fufficiently by their name alone, and fuch as were not, 
initancing high treafon and felony, and oppofing them to high crimes and mifdemeanors. Un- 
der the clafles of high treafon and telony, certain fpecific and known offences were arranged ; 
but mifdemeanors comprehended a general clafs of offences incapable of precife definition, and. 
depending altogether on circumftantial and detailed defcription. Hence all mifdemeanors were 
difficult to be made out in charge, and impoffible to be fo ftated ‘as to be rendered intelligible, 
but by amplified defcription. In the cafe under confideration, he h2d‘three things to make out ; 
firft, that- the tranfactions to be made matter of charge, were mif/demearvors; next, by circum- 
ftances of aggravation, that they were high crimes and mifdemeanors ; and jaftly, that they were 
Indian mifdemeanors. An infinite variety of detail was of confequence indifpenfibly neceflary. 
To prove the mifchiefs done in Benares, it was neceflary to prove that Benares had been a moft 
fertile province, and that it was a popular province, and that it was no longer either populous 
or fertile. -So with refpect to the royal family at Owde, it was necefiary to prove their rank, 
and to prove what a difgrace expofing women naked in the market-place was. [A loud laugh. ] 
The very imprefiion the fact made on the Houfe, Mr. Burke faid, proved the truth of his argu- 
ment. ro talk of expofing women of rank to the fight of the foldiery, was matter of iaughter 
with us Eutopeans, and in that Houfe. In India it was the deepeft difgrace, adifgrace, to efcape 
from which, hundreds had devoted themfelves victims to the pile, and lifted their willing hands 
to put a period to their -exiftence, rather than ftand the chance of incurring it. All this was 
neceflary to be defcribed in argument to-render it intelligible tothe major part of that Houfe, who 
notorioufly had paid no great attention to Indian affairs. Having fully explained that it was im- 
poffible toavoid large and circumftantial detail in hischarges, however finall a compafs the iffuable 
points they contained might be capable of being reduced to, Mr. Burke faid, whatever alteration 
they might appear to require, the Right Honourable Gentleman had taught him that he oughe 
not to be afhamed of their ftanding in need of amendment. He inftanced, in proof of this ob- 
fervation, the Iriffi Propofitions, which had been altered 7m foto in that Houte, after the Fight 
Honourable Gentleman had introduced them, and a variety of bills that had been introduced by the 
Right Honourable. Gentleman, that had been equally altered. After an infinity of arguments moft 
ingenioufly urged, as well to prove that no more detail had been gone into than was neceflary, 
as to fhew that the defects of the charges, if they’ were defects, were not unmexampled. Mr. 
Burke concluded: his fpeech, with fome pointed remarks on the general treatment the fubject 
had experienced from the other fide of the Houfe, in its progrefs hitherto. 


Mr: Fox, in a fpeech of confiderable warmth, animadverted on what had fallen from Mr. 
Pitt; declaring it could only be from want of leifure that the Right Honourable Gentleman 
had not been able to underftand the ony i laid upon the table, by his Right Honourable 
Friend. .He-believed no other.man in that Houfe, who- had looked inte them ever fo Nightly, 
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would rife and fay, he did not underftand them. Thofe without doors, as well.asithofe within, 
‘who had read them, would not deny that they were perfeétly intelligible, however various the 
‘matters they contained, and however explanatory, and explanatory -they necéflarily muft be. 
AVith regard to their not being relevant, he faid, he expected it would not be denied him, that 
the charges in their prefent cait and form, contained much matter of criminal offence. That 
was all that was neceflary, becaufe it was fufficient for the Committee, to whom they were re- 
ferred, to report that.; and then it.oecame the duty of the-Houfe to draw out the criminal parts 
and fhape them into articles tha: were fit grounds of impeachment to be -prefented to the Houfe 
of Lords Whatever alteration might appear neceflary, that was a matter of fubfequent con- 
fideration. He defcribed the difficulties his-.Right.Honourable Friend had experienced in his 
progrefs to that ftage of the bufineis, and faid, no man with lefs abilities than thofe of his Right 
Honourable Friend could have furmounted them. As foon as he had brought the bufinefs for- 
ward in one fhape, it was {tated by the other fide of the Houfe that the form of proceeding was 
wrong, and that another form muft be adopted. His Right Honourable Friend thereupon ac- 
commodated himfelf to the new mode, and followed it. The next time the bufinefs came On, 
the other fide changed it again, and again his Right Honourable Friend adopted it. Still new 
„modes were propofed, new delays invented, new artifices played off to retard, impede, and em- 
‘barrafs, But the Houfe and the public muft fee through the whole. The Right Honourable 
“Gentleman oppofite to him had admitted that the charges bore on their face, and in their body, 
much matter of heinous criminal offence, but he chofe to complain of confufion and irrele- 
vancy, and had gone the length of ftating that they were in fome parts utterly unintelligible. 
“Why were thefe complaints urged? Becaute the guilt imputed was clearly underftood ! becaufe 
it was felt! beceufe its impreffion could not be concealed! In fpite of every obje&tion conjured 
up for the fake of difguifing the real effe&t of the charges, the criminal: matter ftood prominent, 
and could not be denied. Some people, he faid, pretended met to underftand the charges, be- 
caufe they underftood themtoo weil ! ‘They pretended to fee no guilt in them, becaufe they faw 
too much! Mr.-Fox purfued his fpeech for fome time in this animated ftrain, and at length 
faid, he had no objcction to hearing Nir. Haftings, but he faw no good that could refult to him 
from granting him a copy of the charges, and he warned the ether fide of the Houfe for their 
own fakes, to be cautious how they proceeded. 


The Chancellor of the -Exchequer replied with equal heat and irritability—~he faid, that he 
‘fhould not take up much of the time of the Houfe to argue a fubjeét on which all parties feemed 
‘neatly agreed. And be was extremely unwilling to protraét a debate, which, from the temper 
with which it was carried on by the Right Honourable Gentlemen oppofite to him did not augur 
‘well of the moderation and candour that was to charaéterife their future proceedings. He 
hoped, however, when the bufinefs of criminal profecution fhould be completely before the 
‘Houfe, that thole gentlemen would endeavour to fhew lefs warmth and violence than their pre- 
fent language indicated. He fhould be extremely forry, if, on the queition for the impeach- 
ment, gentlemen were to fhew themfelves a€tuated by the fpirit that feemed to warm them on 
the prefent day—at leaft he hoped, that when the ‘Right Honourable ‘Gentleman, who had 
fpoken laft, fhould offer any grounds of charge to the Houfe againft the perfon accufed, he 
would do it in a different manner from that which he had adopted in fuggefting thofe infinua- 
tions againft himfelf, which they had juit been witnefles of. He defiredto inform the Right 
Honourable Gentleman, that however paffion or other motives -might govern him and his 
friends—yet thofe againft whom he had ventured to utter his unfounded and unwarrantable ca- 
Jumnies, had no -cbjecét in view but public juftice. “*Some people, the Right Honourable 
‘s Gentleman had faid, pretended not to underftand the charges, becaufe they underftood them 
“* too we:l—they pretended to fee mo guilt in them, becaufe they faw too much 1°? He wifhed 
that the Right Hioacurshic Gentleman would aim at a little more of that merit, which he was 
ío ready to give the charges of his Right Honourable Friend credit for. He fhould be happy 
‘to find, that whenever he attempted to make any infinuation againft him, he would enter more 
into detail, and be more explicit and explanatory. The Right Honourable Gentleman had pre- 
fumed to infinuate, that becaufe he endeavoured to confine the proceedings of the Houfe within 
the limits of propriety, of juftice, and of precedent—that becaufe he gave his opinion what 
was the. moft regular way of coming at that which alone ought to be the object of the Houle, 
‘—the detection of guilt, or the proof of innecence——he was therefore attempting to fcreena 
delinquent from puntfhment. He defired the Right Honourable Gentleman to be more guarded 
in his language, or if he had any fuch charge to make, to do it openly and fairly, and not in 
the covert manner which he had thought proper to purfue. For his own part, he was willing 
‘to make a felemn profeffion to the Houfe—hbut profeffions had loft their credit (here he cafta 
pointed and farcaftic look at Mr Fox and Mr. Burke, who fat on each fide of Lord North) and 
had been too often abufed in that Houle, even on fubjects exactly parallel to that bcfore them— 
the bringing to juttice ftate delinquents. Still it was all that was for the*prefent in his power 
to do— He fhould folemnly profefs that he had no other object in view in the enquiry then de- 


pending, except the clear elucidation of the gucition, that: fo the guilt or innocence of the 
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-gccufzd might appear—he fhould give his whole attention to the procecdimgs with fuch a hope 
as he imagined cvery man would feel; viz that the party m.ght be able to eftablifh his inno- 
‘cence; but at the fame time with a Jete:mination, that if he fhould be found guilty of the 
-charges brought againit him, he fhoul ! ie ewe concizn punifhivenc. Ii had alfo been infinuated, 
that he and his friends hactendeavoures to affix a Itigma on thole who brought forward the charge, 
as if they were more influenced by motives of private animotity than of public juftice. He had 
‘no fuch fulpicion—he coul:! not bcheve thar there was a man within the wails of that Houfe 
whofe heart was fo callous asto mike ufe of a judicial procecding as a vehicle of revenge and 
malice—But the Houte was already too well acquainted with the general conduct of the Right 
Honourable Gentleman -to luffe: any thing from him, however rude, boifterous, and indecent 
his language, to make an imprecijion upon thm, to the prejudice of any of their Micmbers. 
He tnen went into the-quettion more particularly, explaining bis forit:er arguments, and point- 
‘Ing out the manifeft injuftice of continuing, even for a moment, to entertain a criminal charge, 
or taking any flep towards fubltantiating it, without giving tothe perion acculed every noiicc, 
-and every opportunity of providing for his defence. 


Mr. Burke rofe again, -and declared he had liftened with great attention to the Right Hon- 
-ourable Gentleman’s invective againit infinuation, and to his infinuation againft invective. 
The Right Honourable Gentleman’s very temperate declamation again{t paffion, reminded him 
of two famous lines of Dr. Arbuthnot: 


There roared the Prophet of the Northern nation, 
Scorch’d by a flaming fpeech on moderation. 


So the Right Honourable Gentleman’s examp'e of temper was to be deferibed. Mr. Burke pro- 
weeded to fhew that the Right Honourable Gentleman had been himfelf the warmeft and mott 
pafonate fpeaker in the debate, in illuftration of whrch he made ufe of a variety of humorous 
allufions, and addaced fref: arguments to prove that his charges deferved not the objections 
that the Right Honourable Gentleman made aga'nft them. Before gentlemen took upon 
themfelves to find fault, he wihed they would be fo good as to try their hands at the drawing 
out a criminal charge upon an Indian fubjeét themifelves. When they had experienced the 
diffculty, they would be-competent to turn critics upon the execution of the fame fubject. 


The Attorney General faid, if he had but juft entered the Houfe, hecould not poffibly have 
conceived that the real fubject of the debate had been a motion for hearing Mr. Hait:nus, and 
‘for granting bim a copy of the charges that had been prefented tothe Houle againit him. He 
‘begged therefore that the queftion might be confidered upon its true grounds, and no extraneous 
matter adverted to. Mr. Attorney General then entered into argument to fupport it, and re- 
ferred to the forms of proceeding upon informations in the courts in Wettminiter Hall in cafes 
nearly analogous.—He alfo inftanced fome precedents from the Journals, and reafoned upon 
them to prove, that the requifition contained in the motion was perfectly reafonable. | 


Mr. Martin faid, he had not yet made up his mind to the fubject, but he hoped fubftantial 
Juftice would be done, and declared, he thought the Kight Honourable Gentleman had aright 
to expect the fupport of the Houfe in a matter of fuch important national concern. When the 
prefent profecution was difpofed of, there remained one for the Right Honoureble Gentleman 
‘to proceed in, that he thought highly neceflary to be undertaken in juftice to the country. He 
alluded, he faid, to the noble Lord in the blue ribhand, who had repeatedly challenged enquiry, 
and declared he was prepared to meet it. Hehad long been of opinion that the enquiry ought 
‘to have been proceeded in, but fuch was the ftate of parties at prefent, and fuch had been their 
{tate for fome time paft, that the noble Lord well knew he might bid the country do that, which 


ee Gay of the Houfe, and his refpeét for them, forbad him to mention witnin thofe 
wails, 


Lord North rofe once more to do what the Honourable Gentleman had alluded to, viz. to 
challenge enquiry, and to defire, that unlefs a full inveftigation of his conduct was regulaiiy 
inftituted, allufions to it might not, day after day, be made in grofs and vulgar terms, equally 
unworthy of the Houfe to hear, and highly unbecoming the perfons, who made them, to throw 
out. Such allufions were obvioufly made for no other purpote but to create perfonal vexation, 
and provoke perfonal retort, each of which was a matter furely too mean and trivial to engage 
the attention of the Houfe whea queftions of a great, ferious, and important concern were 
under contideration, with which fuch altkufions had not the fmalleit concern whateve:. Elis 
d-ordthip denied that the ftate of parties protected him, or afforded him the leaft fhelter trom 
profecution, if any tould be maintained. He appealed to the fenfe of all who heard him whe- 
ther the majority of that Houfe, the powers in being, or any of the great authorities of the 

TI NICS, 


( or ) 


times, cou!d be confidered as fo partial to him, as to be likely to fhield him from impeachmerft, 
if impeachment he deferved ? 


Mr. Burke, in a vein of genuine humour, fet the Houfe in a roar, by expreffing a with, that 
the bird who always fang one and the fame tune, wou'd take it in a gentler key. “The cuckoo’s 
nore, he faid, was unitorm, but it was melodious and gentle: now, though the bird in queftioa 
could only fing one note, and that like the cuckoo’s, ungracious to the married coalition ear, 
perhaps the Houfe would thank him for correéting the harfhnefs of ‘his thriliing, and for giving 
his conttunt and unvaried fong in a fweeter anda milder tune. Ir was true, the cuckoo of that 
Houte could not foar as fublimely as the lark, nor fing fo {weeily asthe nightingale, and there- 
fore it became him tofing more gently. In reply to the Honourable (Jentleman’s recommenda- 
tion of a profecution of the noble Lord in the blue ribband, Mr. Burke faid, whatever he 
might once have thought of his conduét, he fhould not now be prompt to urge an impeachment 
of one, whom he had the happinefs to rank among the number of his friends; befides when he 
looked over againtt him, and faw the ‘Right Honourable Gentleman, who had puta ftop to all 
retrofpective profecution fome years fince, he dared not attempt it; more efpecially when he 
beheld the two powerful fupports, who fat on each fideof him—f[ Mr.. Jenkinfon and Mr. Dun- 
das ]— The influence of three fuch formidable opponents was fufacient to awe him into filence. 
From this Mr. Burke proceeded to a more ferious defence of Lord North. He faid, he once 
thought the fyftem that noble Lord was purfuing, dangerous to the Conftitution, and extremely 
cenfurable. He had therefore at the time drawn up feven diftin& articles of impeachment, but 
he did affure the Honourable Gentleman, that only one of the feven went at all to affe& the 
noble Lord: when however, he faw the fyftem abandoned, and the noble Lord ready to depart 
from that in fupport of which the firft charaéters in the Senate, the Law, and the Church 
had united, he was willing to forget what was paft, and to do that honour'to his dittinguithed 
talents and virtues that they well deferved. The Marquis of Rockingham had indeed advifed 
him to abandon the idea of impeachment, and had taken the papers; and he had fince endeca- 
voured to find them, but in vain. Mr. Burke faid, no man’was more ready to forgive a poli- 
tical adverfary than he was, and to {hake hands when the caufe of conte{t was at anend. He 
had, in his twenty years pariiainentary exiftence, made feveral coalitions, and if God fhould 
Jengthen-an old life, he fhould, in all probability, muke feveral more. In his conne&tion with 
his Right Honourable Friend, they had always a@led upon one fet of principles, and nevér 
coalefced but where thofe whom they joined could aét with them. The noble Lord in the blue 
ribband had more facrifices to make than they had, when the coalition was formed ; the noble 
Lord and his friends had aéted mott honourably, and he was proud to make that. public acknow- 
ledxment of it. Mr. Burke panegyrized his friend Mr. Fox, and appealed to Mr. Martin’s 
good nature, whether his treatment‘or the noble Lord was candid or generous ? 


Mr. Martin in apology admitted, that it was unfair to twit the noble Lord unneceffarily, all 
he had meant had been to intimate his wonder that the country had loft fo much the-Jaft war, 
and that no enquiry has yet been made into thofe loffes, 


The queftion was at length put and carried. 


Mr. Burke then prefented another charge, and after moving that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee of the whole Houte, to whom the former charges were referred, moved, ** chat the 
< Speaker leave the chair.” 


The Mafter of the Rolls obje&ted to the motion, on the ground that the fituation of the bufi- 
nefs was completely changed in confequence of the Houfe having that day granted Mr. Haftings 


leave to be heard upon the matter of the charges. Sir Lloyd contended that the Houfe ought 
not to proceed any farther before Mr. Hattings had been heard. 


Mr. Burke faid, that unlefs the Right Honourable Gentleman could prove, that there ought 
to be a aiftinction made between written and parole evidence in this cafe, a diftinction which he 
believed even the Right Honourable and Jearncd Gentleman’s ingenuity could not defcribe, his 
arrument muft fall to the ground. Mir. Burke faid; it was but within the laft fortnight that the 
Houfe had adopted a new mode of proceeding on the recommendation of the Right Honourable 
aod learned Gentleman, and already had the Right Honourable and learned Gentleman forgot 
that mode, he tnen recommended, and was fugegefting another. ‘Let the Right Honourable 
Gentleman however repeat his practice of being flow in giving his advice, and thus embar- 
railing the bufinefs day aiter day, he would not abandon his caufe. He confidered one arm of 
it as lopped off already; if he loft a leg he would ftill perfevere, and even were he to be de- 
prived of both urms, he would fight like Withrington on his @umps. The only reafon for his 
being fo anxious to proceed with hearing the evidence, Mr. Burke faid, was becaufe his wit- 
aiciles were in general cxtremely iJ], and -wifhed to retire out of town. Colonel Gardener rA 
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feveral othérs had been obliged, by bad health, to leave London, and were incapable of re- 
turning. He read a letter trom one of them, with the certificate of the phyfician who attended 
him, in proof that he could not come to town without endangering his life. Sir Robert Bar- 
ker, the firft witnefs he meant to call, was alfo he declared very ill, “and wifhed to be dif- 
eniffed; it was therefore on the account of the gentlemen, whom he had called for as witnefles, 
and not on his own, that he was fo preffling for proceeding to hear them. 


The Mafter of the Rolls denied the charge Mr. Burke had imputed to him. He faid the 
Houfe had lately done him honour toadopt his advice, but they had at the fame.time done them- 
felves as much hormour. On the prefent occafion the bufinefs had aflumed a new face, by their 
having agreed to bear Mr. Haftings. it was that rendered a poftponement of the Committee 
proper, and no alteration in his mind. ) 


Word North and Mr. Sheridan in fhort fpeeches both contended, that hearing Mr. Haftings 
and receiving the parole evidence by no means interfered, amd that the beft way would be to 
have the whole of the evidence before them as well as the charges, before Mr. H:iftings was 
heard. Mr. Sheridan faid, as the chief parts of the written evidence were before the Houfe, why 
dhould they not receive the evidence ready to be examined ? 


‘The Mafter of the Rolls faid, undoubtedly if the written evidence was before the Houfe, the 

e evidence ought to be received; but he denied the fact; no evidence whatever was before 

the Houfe; a Member in his place had delivered in certain charges, but they were his charges 
only as yet, and not the charges of the Houtfe. 


‘Mr. Sheridan faid, the charges were received, read pro forma, and put upon thejournals. 


The Mafter of the Rolls faid, what Mr. Haftings might have to fay, might induce the Houfe 
to drop the prefecution. In the Courts below the practice was common, to hear defendants iz 
Jimine. Even indi€&tments were quafhed on proper caufe being fhewn. 


© Mr. Fox in reply denied that the proceedings of that oufe and the practice of any of the 
‘Courts ef Law were analogous. 


Mr. Jenkinfon faid, the Houfe having refolved to hear Mr. Haftings, he could only be heard 
Yn one of thefe two ways—he muft be heard either before receiving the evidence, or afterwards. 
Hie entered into argument te convince the Houfe, that the fitteft time was then, as Mr. Hatftings 
fin all probability would be able to prove that half of each charge was irrelevant and improper tọ 
call evidence to; confequently thofe whe were anxious for fhortening the proceeding, would 
alo well to fupport the hearing Mr. Haftings before they heard the evidence. 


Mr. Fox afked acrofs the Houfe, how would Mr. Haftings be ableto prove half of each charge 
irrelevant ? 


Mr. Jenkinfon faid, by allegation and argument. [14 loudluugh from oppofstion.] 


Mr. Fox-in á fhort fpeech faid, the Right Honourable Gentleman had, he obferved, ufed a 
aew word in his fpeech, he had faid, Mr Hattings would be able to prove this and that and the 
ether thing. The Right Honourable Gentleman furely could not have to learn that the Houfe 
of Commons was not the place for Mr. Haftings to make his defence in, or to offer proof of his 
§nriocence, if fuch proof he could adduce. Mr. Fox took notice of what Mr. Pitt had faid of his 
déaling in infinuations, declaring that it had hitherto generally been imputed to him ‘as a fault, 
that he [poke too dire&t and open; it was however a little extraordinary to impute infinuations 
to him in the fame f{peech, in which his language had been called rude, indecent, and boifte- 
zous. ‘The faét was, what he had faid was unanfwerable by argument, and therefore the Right 
Honourable Gentleman had thought proper to oppofe fcurrility and invective to it. Mr. Fox 
feminded the Houfe of the cafe quoted by Mr. Jenkinfon in the debate ten days ago, and rea- 
faned from it to prove that the Right Honourable Gentleman cited a cafe one day, if it made for 

jis argument, and abandoned it the next, when from a changeof circumftances it told the other 
way. Before hefat down, he reprobated the unfair ground taken by the defenders of Mr. Ha- 
flings, and faid, the moft practifed advocatefhip could not have acted with more artifice and 
«chicane, had it been engaged to plead for him at ever fo high a premiun, 


Mr. Jenkinfon replied, and Mr. Fox rejoined, each fhortly. 
Wir. Anftruther attacked Mr. Jenkinfon on the fingular dexterity with which he found out a 
precedent pat to his purpofe, one day, and produced a very different one. that better iuited his 
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cafe, another. He alfo turned that gentleman’s affertion, that Mr. Haftings could prove by 
ailegation or argument that one half of the feveral charges was irrelevant, into {trong ridicule. 
Altle,atian furely applied to fads, and what proof of facts could Mr. Haftings give before that 
Heute? As to argument, what proof fatisfa€tory to them could a defendant’s own naked ar- 
gument afford? Mr. Anitruther replied likewife to the Mafter ofthe Rollsanalogical reafoning, 
and reminded the Houfe of the analogical arguments ufed by that learned Gentleman on the 
fubjecét of the ferutiny. As to quafhing an indictment, of which the learned Gentleman had 
faid fo much, where was the analogy? An indiétment, before it could be quafhed, muít at leait 
be found. Had they found an indictment? Undoubtedly not. They were preparing articles 
as grounds of an impeachment, to be fent up to the Houfe of Lords, and any thing by way of 
effectual appeal azgainft fuch articles muft go to the Houfe of Lords, and be decided on by them 
and them alone. Mir. Anftruther added various other very fhrewd and able arguments. 


Mr. Dundas faid, he would impute bad motives to no man, and he defired none might be im- 
puted to him. After this preliminary, he fhortly ftated a few arguments to prove that Mr. 
Haflings ought to be heard before they proceeded any farther, that it would be the moft effectual 
‘means of aiding difpatch, and would tend greatly to elucidate an obfcure and complicated mat- 
ter, of which very few in that Houfe were able to form any clear opinion. Mr. Dundas de- 
clared he {poke from experience on the fubjeét, and therefore he was the more confident in the 
t’aivice he gave. 


Mr. Nicholls faid, he was indifferent as to what motives might be imputed to him for the 
©rinion he was about to give; but he perfectly coincided with the ‘Right Honourable the Mafter 
ofthe Rolls, and thought that Mr. Haftings ought to be heard before they proceeded another ftep 
in the bufinefs. Nay, he would go farther, if the firft charge (that refpecting the Rohilla war) 
was to be decided upon, he fhould vote againft it as a ground of impeachment, becaufe he did 
‘not think there was any impeachable matter contained init. If Mr. Hattings was heard in the 
-prefent ftage of the bufinefs, or rather before they proceeded farther, he might probably fave 
them much future trouble, by fatisfying the -Houfe that there was-not any impeachable matter in 
any one of the charges, 


The Chancellor of the Exchequer was entirély of opinion with the Honourable Gentleman 
and his Right Honourable Friend, that- tt would be abfurd not to allow Mr. Haftings to be 
heard at the Bar forthwith, but to poftpone that hearing until after the evidence againft him 
had been gone through ; for, by that means, inftead of giving him an opportunity of removing 
the prejudices that might arife frcm the charges going abroad and making an impreffion on 
Gentlemen’s minds without being anfwered, which was what Mr. Haftings wanted, they would 
firit add all poffible weight to thofe impreffions by enforcing the charges by evidence at the bar, 
and then leave him to attempt by his own afflertion and argument to overturn what had already 
‘been fubftantiated by evidence. He looked upon it that the only way by which the Houfe could 
be enabled to judge what method they ought to purfue, in examining the witnefles at the bar, 
was, by knowing the fpecific charges brought by the acculer, and likewife the cafe of the ac- 
cufed. The former could not be done except by felecting from the map of hiftorical and ex- 
planatory matter contained in the charges, as then before the Houfe, fuch parts as were imme- 
diately relevant to the guilt of the culprit—this he hoped the Right Honourable Gentleman in- 
‘tended to do; for if there were witnefles produced at the bar to fubftantiate thofe charges in 
their prefent ftate, ke was ready to confefs, that he for his part was perfectly unable to diftin- 
guifh what parts of them would be moft neceflary for him to examine the witneffes to, that 
‘fhould be brought to the bar. It might be contended that fuch a proceeding would occafion 
a delay; but he was willing to incur the ccnfure of creating a delay, on a proceeding in which 
the honour of an individual was fo materially concerned. it was a maxim of law—WNulla, 
de vita hominis, cunétatio longa eff. The law confiders no delay tedious where the life of a 
‘fellow creature is at itake; and ic could not be difputed, that toa perfon of Mr. Haftings’s 
rank and confideration, good name and reputation were as dear as life.—He declared that he 
4hould never content to go into the examination of witnefles, much lefs to vote the impeach- 
ment, on the vague and indefinite charges that were then before the Houfe ; and he hoped the 
‘Right Honourable Gentleman would reduce them into a more palpable and intelligible form 
betore he prefied forward to that part of the bufinefs. Upon the whole he was convinced, from 
the great complexity and variety of the charges in their prefent fhape, it would be perfectly 
impoflible, with a due regaid to public juitice, to’ bring the bufinefs to a conclufion in the 
nore nt feflion ; in which cate, the beft method would be, to profecute the affair in the prefent 
icion as far as propriety would warrant, and by an A&t of Parliament to keep the proceedings 
aiive until the next fefion, when they fhould be refumed, not de novo, but in the ftage in which 


they had been left. 
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Mr. Fox rofe once more, and faid the Right Honourable Gentleman had fairly fpoken ost. 
If the charges were to be altered bcfore they were to be referred to the Committee, it wis 
right the Houfe fhould underftand as much. The Right Honourable Gentleman had faid the 
charges could not vo to the Committee as they were; he was ready to fay in reply, they nul — ir 
that Houfe meant to keep its character. “I'he charges conicfledly coutained inatter, of heinous 
criminal offence in them, the faéts that went te the proof of that criminal offence made sur 
and eftablifhed, ground was laid for an impeachment, and it became the duty of the Houfe to 
put the articles hereafter to be drawn in proper form and fhape. Mr, Fox took notice onc2 
more of what had been faid by the other fide of his warmth and paflion, and declared, thatar 
to feel warm and angry when the character of the nation and the honour of that Hout: were 
deeply concerned were a crime, that crime was his. Al} he felt, all he had fail on the fubjeét, 
aroile from his anxiety to refcue the britifh name trom difgrace and infamy, to retricve it in the 
eyes of India, and of all the world, There might be thofe who could feel alive and al:rmcd, 
when the leaft thing was faid that touched themlelves or their fituations, but who could fic 
with perfect trangurlity and calmnefs, when the miferics of millions were mentioned. He 
envied not their fenfibility ; he admired their apathy; but let the Houfe recolleét, how nearly 
their own fame ftood connected with the prefent profecution ; let them recollect, that their 
conduG& on this occafion would determine the opinion of furrounding nations, whether Britith 
honour—Britifh probity—and Britifh humanity, were but namcs and a mockery of their mean- 
ing, or whether we had any founded claim to thofe pretenfions that had fo long marked and 
diftinguifhed us as a nation ! 


Mr. Wilberforce faid, they all knew the great talents of the Right Honourable Gentleman 
who fpoke laft, his powerful command of words, and how eafy it was for him, fpeaking in 
oppofition, to exhibit a degree of warmth and paflion on every occafion, fo as to appear deeply 
interefted, let the matter be of light or large moment. ‘The prefent fubjcct, he faid, was cer- 
tainly of the: higheft national importance, and deferving of the mott ferici's attention of that 
Houfe. If the charges- were true, they contained enough of heavy criminal imputation to 
roufe and animate the feelings of every manin the Houfe; he wondered not, thercfore, that 
they fhould particularly warm the mind and excite the paffion of the Right Honourable Gen- 
tleman who ftood forward as the principal conductor of the profecution, becaulte that Right 
Honourable Gentleman had long ftudied the affairs of India; indecd, lorg before that Houle, 
generally fpeaking,- knew any thing about them ; and as he had, as it were, been brooding over 
them for years, it was natural for him to feel more poignantly refpecting them, and to fee the 
enormity, that appeared to him to have been their characteriftic, in a more magnified point of 
view than any other perfon. Of that Right Honourable Gentleman’s head and heart, of his 
humanity and abilities, his rectitude and his perf=veranve, no man entertained a higher opinion 
than he did; but though the Right Honourable Gentleman’s impetuoiity and warmth were in 
fome degree laudable and fully juftifiable, itil] the fame reafons and the fame excuf would not 
apply tothe paffion and warmth of the other Right Honoura le Gentleman on the oppofite fide 
of the way.: His paflion might perhaps pals upon the public for nothing more than a portion 
of that ordinary and common paffion aflumed and exhibited by him on every common fubjeét of 
parliamentary debate; he wifhed therefore, for the fake of national juftice, and for the fake of 
the character and the honour of that Houfe, that the Right Honourable Gentleman to whom 
he alluded, would fo fat reftrain his feelings as to appear to conduct himfelf on fo ferious and 
important an occafion, with the temper and moderation it fo well deferved ; and not make 
ufe of that, as well-as every other occafion, to throw out infinuations in prejudice of his 
Right Honourable Friend, and to bring charges ag+init him, neither of which he was perfuaded 
the Houfe thought he merited. If, however, it fhould appear in the end that his Right Honcurable 
Friend-and the Right-Honourable Gentleman came nearer in opinion upon the prefent fubject, 
than the latter might perhaps conceive likely to be the cafe, he had no doubt bur the Right 
Honourable Gentleman (Mr. Fox) would feel fome degree of difappointment, and exhibit 
more warmth and paifion than he had even yet done.—Mr Wilberforce here complained of the 
mifreprefentation that had been repeatedly given of Mr. Pitts argument, and faid, it was in 
order to refcue what he had before faid, that his Right Honourable Friend had rifen to explain 
himfelf, and to ftate that he had not declared that there was no matter of impeachable accufa- 
tion on the face of the feveral charges, but that they contained a great deal of fuch matter, mixed 
at the fame time with other matter that was irrelevant, and improper to vdduce evidence to 
fupport. This opinion, Mr. Wilberforce maintained to be his own, and faid, that in charges, 
which the Right Honourable Gentleman who drew them had confefled to ke full of explanatory 
and hiftorical matter, there neceflarily muft be much of fuperfluous and rcdundant paffiwes, 
that had no immediate connexion with what had been termed the iffaable points. Before, 
therefore, evidence was adduced to fupport the charges, he and many gentlemen mat difire 
the fuperfluous parts to be omitted, the faéts to be drawn clofer together, and the whole to be 
concentrated. Mr. Wilberforce, before he fat down, exprefled an anxious hope and ccenfident 
truft, that Mr, Pitt would perfevere in the fteady path he had hitherto Purfued, that he would 

not 
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not be provoked by the intemperate attacks of Gentlemen on the other fide of the Houfe, 
from doing that which was nioft likely to ferve the purpofes of fubftantial juftice, and that his 
public conduct would continue to be fuch as fhould juftify the large fhare he enjoyed of the 
public favcur and opinion. 


Mr. Burke replied, and with fome pleafantry took notice of what Mr. Wilberforce had faid 
in excufe for his warmth and paftion on the prefent occafion. The Honourable Gentleman, he 
admitted, had ufed a preper word— he had been brooding over the affairs of India, and the 
charges on the table were the eggs that had becn produced. His wifh was to nourifh thofe 
eggs, and bring them to maturity with a truly parental and prolifick warmth, and not fuffer 
them to become addled by quitting the neft like an oftrich, and Jetting them grow cold in con- 
fequence of the delay that now was fuggefted by thofe who appeared to him to be artfully 
defirous of deftroying his cggs, defeating the birth of his progeny, and demolifhing his whole 
brood. “The conduct he was purfuing was cominon to all animals, to the higheft as well as 
the loweft, to the creature man, the firit work of God and nature! It was hisaim, in the la- 
bour they were witnefling, to bring forth jufticc, and he hoped, with the aid of the obftetrical 
hand of that Houfe, to complete the bir:h, with perfeét fafety and fecurity. Afteran exordium 
of this tendency, Mr. Burke faid, what he had heard that dey led him to fear that it was in- 
tended to quafh the profecution, for it was evident from the language of a Right Honourable 
Gentleman, who had been fuppofed to have been the finifter advifer of his Majefty, though he 
was. far from faying that he was fo, or that he had ever given other than good advice, that one 
half of his charges were gone already. “They were ftruck with the dead palfy,; as it werc, and 
were to live no longer. n the courfe of the debate, three ways, he faid, had been fuggefted, 
by each of which his charges were to fuffer. Firft a demurrer as to the form and-fhape of them 
had been ftated by a Right Honourable Gentleman high in effice,- who had declared they fhould 
not be tried in-his Court, unlefs the form of thèm were altered. And next they were to be de- 
feated by the allegation and ratiocination of Mr. Haftings. He defcanted-on thefe different 
modes of leflening their effe&t, and faid, it was a little extraordinary to complain of any part of 
his charges as irrelevant and fupéerfluous, before it was known’ whether he-fhould not produce 
evidence to fupport thofé parts, and prove them to be eflentially relevant ; and as to its being 
expected that he fhould take and alter his charges by changing their form, furely it was altogether 
a tafk improper to expect him to perform. What, was it to- be thought that he. fhould fit in 
judgment on his own aéts, and mutilate their form? ‘Fhe Honourable Gentleman had Taid 
they contained much matter explanatory, and much of matter hiftorical ; he did not know that 
they contained a fuperfluous word ; and as to hiftorical matter, my Lord Coke faid, that hiftory 
was cvidence, and fo it undoubtedly was. The Courts in Weftminfter-hall admitted it to be 
fo, and every man of found fenfe muft fee, that in the ‘nature of things it could not be-other- 
` wife. As to the idea of not proceeding further till Mr. Haftings was heard, he verily believed 
that alone would p:ove-fatal to his charges; let the Houfe therefore be cautious how they pro- 
ceeded ;- they ftood committed upon the occafion, and as his Right Honourable Friend had well 
faid, the-honour and juitice of the natiom were in their hands, and depended on their prefent 
conduct. As tothe failure of the--charges altogether, -by their own merits, it was impoffible. 
‘They contained natter of original charge, that nothing could overthrow or defeat. If the . 
Houtc therefore-chofe to crufh their proceeding, the difgrace -wold be theirs, and not his. He 
had done his duty, and difabled as he might be, he fhould perfevere ; and while a ingle fpark 
remained, he would blow up the embers, and prcferve that fingle fpark alive. . i 


Mr. Burke explained his propofed mode òf proceeding, by faying, he fhould bring forward 
his charye concerning the Rohilla war firft of any. and in doing fe, he -fhould firft _prove that 
fuch a people as the Rohillas had exifted ; that they had been a flourifhing and an orderly people, 
and that they were extirpated hrough the means of Warren Haitings.—He added.a great va- 
ricty of other remarks and obfervations, interfperfed with a _ profufion of metaphorical 
imagery, and figurative exsreffion, all tending to imprefs the Hou‘e with a-due fenfe of the 
importance of tne fubjeét, and the neceliity of their purfuing it, fo as-to appear in the eyes .of 
the vo:ld to be in earneit. 


Mr. Be-rcroft faid, he certainly fhould not give way*to paon. It ill became him, or the 
occafion, although the Fight Honourable Gentleman had done fo, and had thought proper to 
compare himiclf to an old he» broodiny over her egos and ready to flutter, and pecked at 
every perfon that came near her neft. A fimily which he fhould: never have thought of alluding 
to, had nót the Right Honourable Gentleman himfelt introduced it. Mr. Bearcroft obferved, 
that the prefent proceedings bore no analogy to the proceedings of the Courts below, or of 
Grand Jures! In finding bills of indi€tments, the lattcr refted folely on ex parte evidence ; 
that was not the cafe there; the Houfe was bound to act with the greatett poffible degree of 
te: per and coolnefs,.as they were at that time employed in the exercite of that peculiar functicn 
that intitled them to, be confidered as the Grand Inqueit of the nation! In the provrefs of a 
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profecution of the moft ferious importance, certain charges had been laid before them by a 
Member in his place, and they had that day received a petition from the accufej, defiring to 
be heard upon‘the matter in thofe charges; why the requeft was made, lay wholly with the 
difcretion of the accufed, but as the Houfe had thought it right to grant the prayer of the pe- 
tition, the fame reafons that had induced them to grant.it, muft operate to induce them to hear 
the accufed before they proceeded one {tep farther in the bufinefs. He begged that this argu- 
ment might be examined, when it would be found to be unanfwerable. Having put this {tronely, 
Mr. Bearcroft proceeded to fhew, that what Mr. Haftings might think proper to fuggeft, might 
convince the underftandings of the Houfe, that the form of their charges was irregular, as 
well as many parts of them: were irzelevant. Mr. Haftings might fay, <* thefe facts are true, 
tut my fituation*was a very uncommon one, and though thefe faéts “would have been highly 
criminal in any other perfon, they were not fo in me.” Again he might fay, ‘* before you 
proceed to deduce criminal conclufions againft me, examine the whole of my condu&, and 
{trike an equal and a fair balance, and fee if the good I have done the kingdom upon the whole, 
does not sut-weigh thé demerits imputed to me in fuch and fuch particular points.” He ftated 
other arguments of an extenuating nature that Mr. Haftings might urge, and ethers again that 
would moft probably operate on the minds of the Houfe, and induce them to forego the rigour 
of the profecution, and treat the object of it with greater lenity. All of thefe, however, he 
declared he merely guefied at, as what might be reforted to ; whether they would‘or not, he could 
not fay, being a perfect ftranger to Mr. Haftings. 


Mr. Hardinge rofe in a. few fimple-words -to ftaté the ideas- that had impreffed his mind upon 
liftening to. the-whole of the debate, and to fhew why he differed completely with his learned 
friend. who fpoke laft, for whom he entertained the higheft refpeé&t. He would not, any mote 
than his learned friend, make any profeffions; the. Right Honourable Gentleman below him 
knew the fentiments he felt refpeXing him, and refpeQing his conduét, and he appealed to the 
uniform.tenor of-his actions, as the beft proof of his fincerity, when he lamented that he 
was fo unfortunate as to think: oppofitely from him on the prefent occafion. With regard to the 
charges being too diffufe, they certainly were fo; indeed it was the nature of the Right Hon. 
Gentleman in every thing: he faid, and every thing that came from his pen, to amplify fome- 
' what too much, but then it was impoffible not to fee and to admire the wonderful powers of his 
genius, the richnefs of his fancy, ‘the fertility. of his imagination, the brilliancy and elegance of 
his expreffions, and the ftrength of his mind. He could not therefore bring himfelf to talk of 
the diffufenefs of the charges as a fault, nor did it appear to him reconcileable to common 
fenfe,.todeny that amplified as the charges were, they contained matter of the higheft crimi- 
mality ; every part of them was fo intelligible, that he could not fay he did not underftand 
them ; he-certainly did, and he thought the whole Houfe might do fo likewife. With refpect 
to the argument juft ufed, that if charges of fuch deep and ferious importance could in any de- 
gree be proved, that neverthelefs they might be balanced by -what was in the true technical 
legal phrafe termed a /et-off,—-to that he.never would confent. No /et-off ought, in his mind, 
to be admitted in cafes of a criminal nature, and where actual and Heinous {pecific delinquency 
had been or could be proved. He -remembered a proceeding of a fimilar fort in that Houfe, 
many years ago, when he had-been fo young as to be a liftener in the gallery, in which that fort 
of balance had been pleaded fuccefsfully, but greatly in his opinion to the dif-race of the Houfe. 
The cafe he alluded. to.-was, he faid, that in which a man of -high* rank and charaéter at 
the time, and who, though fince dead, {till held a great name in the world, had been the 
object, and- where the facts, and faéts of an enormous tendency had been proved, but 
an Honourable General. and a noble Lord had yet an account to fettle for having admitted the 
whole to be done away by a /et-off, from wh ah circumftance he- dated all that had hap- 
pened fince, injurious to the national charaéter in India. If, therefore, Mr. Haftines was 
to plead. a /et off, he- would -refufe him the advantage of any fuch. plea. Much lefs 
would he confent that. Mr. Hattings- had any risht to demur, -or -that any thing he could 
fay, ought to effe& a change in the form of their proceedings, or admit that he could advance 
any thing that could enlighten the underftandings of the Houfe, or enable them to proceed with 
greater competency. Mr. Haftings, thac Houfe had confented to hear, and they had done right 
undoubtedly ; his being heard was to be confidered ‘as a° pretium affectionis. He had defired to 
be heard, and it was very natural that he fhould do fo for one purpofe, to-which purpofe alone 
he would for one confent that he fhould be heard, viz... to leffen or remove any prejudices that 
. the charges, drawn as they. were, might be fuppofed to have had in the minds either of that 
Houfe or the public. Mr. Hardinge added, tat in a proceeding of fuch a nature, it was not to 
be fuppofed that the Hou’e would fuffer itfelf to be prejudiced. He faid, he would give Mr. 
Haftings the benefit of the fpeech-which his learned friend had with fo much ‘ingenuity made 
for him; let him have the advantage of every argument fuggefted for him, ftill it did not in his 
mind prove, that "hey ought not to proceed regularly onward as they had propofed, he there- 
fore declared he fhould vote for the Speaker’s leaving the chair, and hearing the parole evidence, 
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not conceiving, that there could be any oy in receiving that evidence as this day and 


to-morrow, and hearing Mr. Haftings on Monday, and then again refuming the receipt. of 
parole evidence. 


‘The Attorney General urged the inutility of arguing againft hearing Mr. Haftings, after the 
Houfe had determined to hear him. Mr. Atterney made a fhort fpeech ag der the courfe of 


which he adduced fome frefh reafoning in fupport of -the motion that the aker fhould not 
‘deave the chair. : 


The gallery was then cleared and the Houfe divided. 


Ayes, for the original Motion, = = ‘Bo 


Noes, = “< = ~~ 139 


Tellers, Mr. Anftruther and Mr. Francis for the Ayes, Lord Mognington and Mr. Rofe 
for the Noes. 


Mr. Fox then defired, that it might be rightly underftood, whether, as two objeG&tions had 
been {tated in the courfe of the debate, it was intended that both fhould be fubmitted to before 
ae proceeded any farther. By the divifion the Houfe had decided, that Mr. Haftings fhould 
be heard before the parole evidence was received. Did the Right Honourable Gentleman intend 
to move to have the charges altered, before they proceeded any farther with them ? 


Mr. Shcridam-thought the Houfe had committed a fort of blunder in their proceedings. They 
had decided that Mr. Haftings fhould be heard immediately, and the -Right Honourable Gentle- 
man had faid, the charges muft not ftard in their prefent form. Was it-then wife or proper to: 
hear Mr. Haftings, to what the other fide of the Houfe termed vague, confufed, irrelevant, and 
unintelligible charges ? Or would it not have been better, more regular, and more fenfible, to 
have reduced the charges to the form in which they were to ftand firft, and then have heard 
Mr. Haftings to them? A converfation arofe as to when and “where Mr. Haftings was to be 
heard. The Speaker ilated that there were two places in which Mr. H.ftings might be heard, 


either at the Bar of the Houfe, or. bef. re the Committee. -He-wifhed Gentlemen to turas it ia 
their minds, and-decide which was moft. proper. 


The Chancellor of the Exchequer faid, as the charges were already referred to a Committee, 
he thought the Committee the proper place, and then after Mr. Haftings had been heard, if it 
fhould appear neceflary, the form of the charges might be changed ; or there was another way, 
by difcharging the order for the Committee, and hearing Mr. Hattings in the Houfe, and either 
altering the charges in the Houfe, or by voting an inftruétion to the Committee to alter them. 
The Chancellor of the Exchequer faid, he had been mifreprefented all through the debate pre- 
ceding ; he had never faid, the charges contained not matter hizhly criminal, but that there 


were parts of them fo irrelevant to that criminal matter, that it would not_be proper to call 
evidence to thofe irrelevant parts. 


Mr. Fox contended that the Houfe was the fitteft‘place to hear Mr. Haftings in. 


Mr. W. Grenville coincided in opinion that the Houfe was the propereft place. Mr. Gren- 
ville faid, Mr. Burke in the early part of the preceding debate had given the Houfe hopes, that 
he would himfelf reduce the char es to the iffuable points as they had been called. He ftated 


why he thought Mr. Burke the. propereft.perfon to do fo, and why it was neceflary that they 
fhould be fo reduced. 


Mr. Burke faid, there was fcarcely one of the charges that was not full of Mffuable points. 
He went through one or two of them to illuftrate this affertion; and afterwards the converfation 
was refumed between the Chair, the Chancellor of the Exchequer, Mr. Fox, Mr. Sheridan, 
&c. as to the beft mode of fettling the refumption of the bufinefs, when it was at laft agreed, 
that Mr. Haftings fhould be heard on Monday, and the Committee fit pn Tuefday. 


3K APRIL 


C 2735 } 


APRIL 28th. 


Mr. BURKE was on his legs when the ftranzgers were admitted, and was arguing about 
fome petition, that he faid he fhould forbear to prefent until his charges againft Warren fiaftings, 
Efg. already delivered, were difpofcd of; which he hoped to be empowercd to carry to the Houfe 
-of Lords before the middle of May. 


May rft. 


AT length the other orders of the day, and the common bufinefs having been all gone 
through, the order of the day was read, for hearing Warren Haftings, Efq. upon the matters 
in charge againft him. Upon the queftion put, Mr. Haftings was called in, and addreffed the 
Houfe in a fhort fpeech, in which he ftated, that he confidered his being allowed to be heard in 
that ftage of the bufinefs as a very great indulzence, for which he begzed leave to make his 
moft grateful acknowledgments to the Houfe; and as his wifh was to deliver what he had to fay 
in an{wer to the charges that had been prefented againft him, by an Honourable Member, with 
a greater {hare of accuracy and correétnefs than he could pretend to in an extemporaneous 
{peech from memory, he had committed his fentiments to writing, and hoped to be permitted 
to read them. 


‘The Speaker told Mr. Haftings, he might certainly afift himfelf by any paper that he thought 
proper to refer to. Mr. Fox, Mr. Burke, and many other Members, faid, By all means. 


Mr. Haftings then began with-reading a paper containing gencral obfervations on the nature 
of the charges againft him, and the manner in which they had been brought forward, ftating 
among other things, that he had left India amidit the applaufes and grateful acknowledgments 
of thofe over whom he had adminiftered Government, and had received the unanimous thanks 
of the Court of Direftors at home for his thirty-five years fervices, and therefore having had 
fich teftimonies of his having aéted agreeably to thofe tor whom he had conduéted the Admi- 
niftration of the Government of India, he had fuppofed no other perfon could have urged an 
accufation againft him, much lefs have charged him with divers high crimes and mifdemeanors 
before that Houfe, with a view to make thofe charges the grounds of an impeachment before 
the Houfe of Lords. Hè had lately, however, learnt much more than he had dreamt of in his 
philoféphy, and was' ready and prepared to mect the accufations, fuch as they were, and urged 
im the manner that they had been againft him, but he begged the Honourable Houfe to recolleé 
that the charges came unobtruded upon ‘them by him or any perfon authorized by him ; he had 
been for five years together the objeét of daily menace, attack, and invective; and, therefore, 
that the threat of Parliamentary vengeance might not hang for ever over his head, efpecially at 
a time of life when, after his hard fervices, he might be thought defirous of court:nz repofe, he 
had called upon his accufer to come forward with any fpecific charge he had to urge againft him, 
in order that he might meet it with a fpecific anfwer, and thus put the matter in iffue fairly 
and fully. He faid, he had been fent out to India a mere fchool-boy, and had held fituations 
there of fo much power, and difaculty, th:t it was more than he could prefume, that with a 
judgment fo deficient as his own, repeatedly th «arted and oppofed as he had been, and ftanding 
without the benefit of that falutary advice and powerful affiftance at hand, which thofe who held 
the réigns of Adminiftrat'on at home conftantly-cnjoyed, there might not have been much of 
érfor in many parts of his conduét; all that he could claim was, a fteady and uniform endeavour 
fo to sdmninitier the Government of India as to make it a fource of advantage and benefit to 
the Company at home, and of eafe and happinefs to thofe who lived under it abroad. That he 
had fo done, he could afford ample proof ; indeed, it might be eftablifhed fufficien:ly by the evi- 
dence of thofe witneffes his accufer had fummoned to give their teftimony in fupport of the 
charges againft him. Mr. Haftings faid he was aware that by thus ftanding forward, he might 
furnifh proofs of his own mifcondu& ; but if the truth were defirable to be known, he thought 
ït better to be himfelf the fpeaker of it; even though the refult fhould be that it fhould tell 
againft him. - After an exordium to this tendency and effect, but of confiderable length, he pro- 
ceeded to make anfwers to the feveral charges azainft him, which, h2 faid, were made up, in 
fome inftances, of mifreprefentations of faéts; in others, of falfe reafoninss upon them; in 
‘others, in partial and mutilated quotations frem public letters and records, and the whole drawn 
up in fuch an artificial arrangement of phrafeolozy as to convey to the undiftinguifhing eye im- 
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putations of fo heavy and heinous a nature, that the man who could have been guilty or tnemy 
would deferve not only to forfeit his honour and his reputation, but his life. He trufted, how- 
ever, he fhould be able to fatisfy that Houfe and the world of his innocence, and to prove, be- 
yond a doubt, that he was net: the criminal he had been repeatedly defcribed to have been 
within thofe walls. 


Mr. Rolls afked if Mr. Haftinzs’s anfwers might not be delivered in and printed, which 
would fave the Houfe much time and trouble. 


The Speaker faid, they could not confiftently with the orders of the Houfe. 


Mr. Haftings produced feparate and diftinét anfwers to each of the feveral charges, fome of 
which he read himfelf, others weie read by Mr. Markham, others by Mr. Hatfel, and others 
by Mr. Leigh. ‘They hed proceeded as far as the anfwer to the fixteenth charge, when it being 
near eleven o’clock, the Chancellor of the Exchequer rofe, and faid, as the evening advanced, 
and Mr. Haiftings had given the Houfe to underftand, that there ftill remained behind anfwers to 
fome of the other charges, one of which went into confiderable length, he thought it ad- 
vileable to move the queftion of adjournment then, propofing to refume the hearing the rc- 
mainder of what Mr. Haftings had to offer early the next day, 

Mr. Burke faid, that he had ever obferved that it was mueh more advifeable to continue to 
hear the whole of any bufinefs on one day, however fatiguing, than to break it off in the middle,’ 
and adjourn it till another opportunity. The fulleft {cope had been given to Mr. Haftings, and. 
too large a fcope could not be given him to bring forward his defence in what manner appeared 
meft advifeable to himfelf, and he had been indulged with fuch relief of various kinds, that his 
continuing to go on could not poffibly be attended with any perfonal inconvenience to himfelf; 
as therefore-nothing that he faid could be brought to a final decifion in that Houfe, he wifhed, 
they could have heard the whole before they rofe; what he had heard was exaétly the fort of 
defence he had expected, but he would not then go into it. He hoped that Houfe would do him: 
the juftice to acknowledge, that he had in one inttance at leaft fhewn the moft governed temper, 
in the progrefs of the bufinefs; he had never &ruggled againít their opinion, when that opinion. 
wąs declared, however much he thought it an erroneous one, and he was ready tben to fubmit 
to the queftion of adjournment, hoping as he did, that there might be as full an attendance the, 
next day, and thatthe bufinefs would come on early. 


The further hearing of Mr. Haftings was adjourned to the next morning. 

Mr. Sheridan wifhed to fettle the arrangement of fome.of the orders for the week, which he 
conceived muft be changed in confequence of thé debate that the introduction of the India Bill, 
Mr. Dundas had given notice of, would occafion, 

The Chancellor of the Exchequer faid, it would be better to wait till the next day, and fee 
what debate the Bill in queftion fhould occafion, before any ftep was taken in confequence of 
the fuppofed length of it. 


' The Houfe then adjourned. 


The 


The MINUTES of what was offered by WARREN HASTINGS, 
Efquire, late Governor-General of Bengal, at the Bar of 
the Houfe of Commons, upon the Matter of the fceveral 
Charges of High Crimes and Mifdemeanors, prefented againft 
bim in the Year 1786. 
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EFORE Ienter upon my General Defence, I humbly fclicit the indulgence of this 
B Honourable Houfe, to be permitted to preface it with a few neceflury oblervations relative 
the circumftances which have progreffively confpired to make me an object of the prefent en- 
quiry. In the firft place, I beg leave to remark, that I am here by no obtrufton of my own. 
I have too*humble a fenfe of my own confequence, to confider either my reputation, honour, 
fortune, or life, or all thefe interefts collectively, as having any claim to the {malleft portion of 
the valuable time of this Hoafe, on any ground, however juft in itfelf, which has thefe only 
for its obje&. I have been brought ‘before the notice of this‘ Honourable Houfe by the 
a&ts of others, independent of my will or defire ; and all the participation which I have in it, 
is in the requeft-made by a Member of this Houfe on my behalf, and at my fuggeftion, that 
fince it was determined rhat my conduct was to be arraigned before this‘Honourable Houfe, my 
drraignmnerit might ‘be fpeedy, and that I might have the time and means afforded me to provide 
the materials for my defence: For-.after having been, during a courfe of five years, the cop- 
tinued fubje& of the fame criminations, and from ‘the fame quarter, with the name of the 
Almighty folemnly invoked to atteft the pledge given to this Iloufe that the moft undoubted 
proofs fhould be preduced to authenticate them-—I allude, Nir. Speaker, Yo no declarations 
‘made in this Houfe, but to publications out-of it—I may furcly be allowed, even with a con- 
fcioufnefs of the pureft integrity, to wifh for a fpeedy accomp! fhm-ent of a menace thus made, 
arid for fuch profeffed purpofes.; and that it might not hang the denunciations of -Parliamentary 
“vengeance over my head for ever. 


‘OF the firft effe&s of -this injury-I have a right to complain; for in thefe the injury affe&ted 
"thie pubic alone, through their interefts committed to my charge. Duting along and defperate 
trugele, with an accumutation of difficulties, and a höft of natural enemies combined againft 
our national poffeffions in India, when I required all the fupport and confidence of ‘my fupe- 
riors in the parent ftate to give effect to my exertions, all my actions were reprobated at home, 
and my name linked to the fouleft invective, even in places of the higheft authority ; and every 
difpatch from -England brought orders oppofing my meafures in their courfe, and the fenrences 
of my difgrace and difmiffion. “Yet thefe cauted no alteration in‘my conduct, or relaxation of 
my zeal for a fervice in which my labours had met fo ill a requital, except from my refpectable 
conftituents, in whofe applaufe alone I received a confolation under all my difcouragements. 
I fteadily purfued that line which my fenfe of duty had prvicribed ; ard fometimes availing 
myfelf of the tranfitory moments of power which the band of Gcd afforded me, at others 
ufing the refaftance which the influence of pofleMien or opinion enabled me to make, or the 
caution of oppofition permitted ; or endeavouring totemper its violence by qualificd tubmiffion, 
where the means of refiftance failed me; never pcfleffing the allowance of authority, but always 
charged with -refponiibility ; I perfifted in the formation ard -profecution of every meafure, 
which the emergency of the fervice rendered ‘neceflary in my judgment, and had the con{cious 
triumph of feeing them all invariably terminate in their defipyned obje&ts-: Nor did I refign my 
charge, until I had fulfilled every duty which required my continuance in it and I refigned it 
in a ftate of eftablifhed peace and fecurity, with all the fources of its abundance unimpaired, 
and even improved, notwithftanding the vaft drains which were made of its treafures, and the 
multiplied diverfions of its ftrength, inthe fupport of the dependent and remote -poffeffions of 
the Company, -and in the maintenance of their wars, and of wars in which the Company were 
‘involved by the policy of Great-Britain. I parted from the fcene of my public life with the 
exprefled regrets of my fellow fervants and countrymen ; which were followed by a like de- 
claration from all the officers of the army who had ferved during my adminiffration.,; and:on my 
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return to my own country, I was received by the Court of Direétors, my immediate mafters, 
with their thanks; and I gratefully remember the Chairman’s emphatical paufe on the epithet 
which was joined to them, their unanimous thanks, for my fervices; with a notification of thc fe 
which had been fome time before beftowed on me by the Votes of the Proprietors, my 
honoured employers, which were not the iefs acceptable for their confiftency with the uniform 
tenor of their fentiments and conduét refpeéting me through the whole courfe of my admini- 
tration. If this Honourable Houte is defirous of knowing in what eflimation I ftood with the 
Princes and Rulers of India, and with the fubjeéts of our own dominion, the opinions of both 
mzy be eafily obtained, by enquiry of the witnefles whom my profecutor has called to eftablith 
his charges againft me: And I will anticipate their evidence—It will ftate, that my political 
conduct was invariably regulated by truth, juftice, and good faith; that all perfuafions of men 
were imprefied with a fuperftitious belief that a fortunate influence direéted all my aétions to 
their deftined ends ; and that my departure was fcarcely lefs regretted by the inhabitants of the 
pone of my late dependency, than it was by my own countrymen. I believe this 

cnourable Houfe is in poffeffion of one teftimony of the former, in the letters which Madajee 
Scindia wrote to His Moft Gracious Majefty, and to the Company. T hefe were written many 
months after my departure, and contain much more of my praife than his own wants or requi- 
fitions, unlefs the former is inferted as an implication of his defire that others may be inftrudled 
to govern themfelves by my example :—And who will queftion fuch an authority 4 


With fuch teftimonies in my favour, and with the internal applaufe of my own mind fuper- 
feding all evidence, what was my furprife to find, on my arrival in England, that my character 
ftill continued to be aifailed with the bittereft calurmnies and inveétives, and a formal notice. 
given before the clofe of the laft feffion of Parliament to this Honourable Houfe, that I fhould 
be arraigned as a criminal before it on the opening of the prefent? 


I am fince told that no fuch intention exifted ; and that my own intemperance, and the zeal 
of my friends, has forced my accufer to verify his own declaration. 


Ihave no right to credit fuch an affertion, nor will I believe, new and unpraétifed as I am in 
the modes of life in which I am now become a participator (and-I have learnt by it to know 
more things than were dreamt of in my philofophy), that fo daring an impofition could be 
either practifed upon this kigh and dignified A ffembl; > or permitted by it. Though I might 
have thought myfelf entitled by my fervices to a different reception, and my body and mind, 
worn down by the labours of thirty-five years, to an interval of repofe; and though I mighe 
erroneoufly imagine that no power upon earth had a right to impeach me for the exercife of 2 
truft which thole for whom I held it had repeatedly declared, and inthe moft authentic terms, 
that I had difcharged to their benefit and entire fatisfa€tion ; yet I was glad to fee fome fub- 
ftantial ground on which I could build my hopes of a fpeedy trial and definite termination. 
There too my expeétation failed me. The profecution began, not as is the univerfal practice 
of every fy{tem of jurifprudence cftablifhed either in this or any other civilized nation, by the 
introduction of fpecific charges, and the examination of witneffes to prove them: For the lat- 
ter indeed there was little need, fince my accufer had long before aflerted, that he was in the 
actual poffeffion of proofs, and of fuch proofs as were to fill the breafts of this Honourable 
Affembly with horror. Why therefore aggravate them with new proofs? But witnefles were 
ordered to attend, and reams of official documents demanded, produced, and printed; addi- 
tions were daily made to thefe during the courfe of many weeks; and the eyes of the world 
were fixed upon me as a man blackened by the imputation of fome unknown guilt, which was 
the blacker for its concealment. No grounds were aHedged for the accumulation of fuch a 
mafs of evidence againft me; no {pecific objeéts to which it was to be applied ; nor was it 
known to this Honourable Houfe, perhaps noc even to that Member of the Houfe who had re- 
quired thefe materials, what the charges were to be, which he was to eftablifh by them. 


At length I heard that a day was fixcd for the produétion of the charges ; but here too I ex- 
perienced a freih caufe of difappcintment and mortification. “Three wecks were affizned for the 
term of their appearance; and when that term expired, this Honourable Houfe knows (for I 
may not perhaps affirm what I have heard) whether even then any of the charges were prefented, 
and whether, when they were preiented, they were optionally given. 


In all this long and painful interval I myfelfy though the objeét of the enquiry, remained in 
total inaclion, a mere fpectator of the pafling fcene; for I knew nof, nor could I know, what 
ccfence to prepare, not knowing what charges were to require my defence. And when they 
were produced, I was told that I could not be admitted to my defence, becaufe, by the rules 
of the Houfe, I could not know the charges exhibited againft me, nor thatany had been exhi- 
bited ; nor indeed werg all exhibited at the fame time, but followed tardily, and the three laft 
(if indeed thefe arg the laft) not till laft ica had But thgugh it might be informal in me 
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to know the charges, the public are certainly in poffefion of all but the three laft, for they 
have been printed and publicly fold, an.i purchaters apvited, by an alvertifemen: made in all 
the public papers, which ftated them ‘* Articles ot Charge ol Hih Crimes and Mifdemea- 
‘© nors” againit me by name, and the name of my acculer inferted by a conftiuction mark- 
ing him not as the prefenter of the charge, but as the publifher of it. dow much my reputa- 
‘tion muft have fuffered in the opinion of all mankind from this publication; how feverely my 
feelings muft have been wounded by fo unfair and iniquitens an appeal to their judgment, 
while the charge itfelf, loaded as it was with crimination againft me, yet waited its flow 
term of maturity for the examination of it before its allotted judges, r leave to the decifion 
ef every Member of this Honourable Houfe, who will brine the queftion home to his own 
judgment and his own paffions, by fuppofing that cafe to be his own which I have defcribed 
as mine. 


` Nor is this the only injury of the kind that I have fuffered. Every daily paper has teemed 

with reflections upon me; and pamphlets, filled with the moft fcandalous and libellous abufe, 
have been written on various fubjects of the charge, to infuence the prejudices of the public 
againft me; and it has been boalted that they have produced the effect. 


Prefied by the loan of flander thus heaped upon me, I refolved to try the only refource which 
afforded me a charce of redrefs ; and in oppofition to many and weighty d fcouragements, I threw 
myfelf upon the juftice of this Honourable Houfe, and petitioned to be allowed: to make my de- 
fence in perfon,—and I fucceeded. Whether I owe this indulgence to your goodnefs, or your 
juftice, I acceptit with equal gratitude. 


Of the difcouragements to which I allude, I fhall mention but two points; and thefe it is 
incumbent on me to mention, becaufe they relate to effects which the juftice of this Hon- 
ourable Houfe may, and I-truft will, avert. “che firft is an objection to my being at all per- 
fonally committed in my defence, fince in fo wide a field of difcuifion it would be impofiible 
not to admit fome things of which an advantage might be taken to turn them into evidence 
agua yr: Whereas another might as well ufe as I could, or better, the fame materials 
of my defence, without involving me in the fame confequerces. But I am fure that this 
Honourable. Houfe will yield me its protection againft the cavils of unwarranted inference; 
and if the truth can tend to convi& me, I am content to be mzj:/f the channel to convey it. 


‘The other objection lay in my own breaft. It was not till Monday laft that I formed the refolution ; 
and I knew not then whether I might not in confequence be laid under the obligation of pre- 
paring and completing in five days, and in effeét fo it has proved, the refutation of charges which 
it has been the labour of my accufer, armed with all the powers of Parliament, and at one 
time greater, to compile during as many years of almoft undifturbed leifure. But I knew 
myfelf.equal to the undertaking ; and I now only revert to my difficulties, that the confider- 
ation of them may befpeak the candid allowance of this Honourable Houfe for any inaccuracies, 
or forany thing defective which may appear in my defence; but I claim no other indulgence on 
this account. 


It might perhaps be expected, that. I fhould obje& to the conftruétion of the articles of which 
the charge is compofed ; for, in truth, they are not charges, but hiftories and comments. 
But they are yet more; they are made up of mutilated quotations ;—of facts which have no 
mutual relation, but are forced by falfe arrangement into conneétion ;—of principles of per- 
nicious policy and falfe morality ;—affertions of guilt without proof, or the attempt to prove 
them ;— interpretations of fecret motives and defigns which puffed within my own breaft, and 
which none but myfelf could know ;—actions of others imputed to me, in which I had no con- 
cern, or which paffed in. oppofition to me ;—and epithcts and inveétives affixed to aéts afcribed 
to me, equally to thofe which in the conftruction are bad, as to thofe which are indifferent, or 
even meritorious. 


‘Thefe are artifices by which the moft wary judgment mizht be furprized, that had nothing be- 
fore it to repel their effeéts, but which on the touch of truth difappear, and leave, not merely the 
‘conviction of their own fallacy, but the ftrong internal p:efumption that- the charges themfelves 
were formed under the conviction of their want of foundation; and as tar as my feelings as a 
mman will allow me to confider them in- that tendency only, I am glad that they wear the form 
“which they do wear. 


= With refpe& to the general fabject of the charge, I muft beg leave to obferve to this Honour- 
able Houfe, that it has been compofed from a laboured fcrutiny of my whole official life, during 
a moft important and weighty adminiftration of thirteen years, gomprehending perhaps a greater 
variety of interefting events than have fallen to the lot of any man nowliving events not brought 
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to the public view by their notoriety alone, but all, the fubje&ts of minute record ;—meafures 
propofed, with ail their motives and objects d.ftinétly laid down in writing, with their effects 
difjiayed by letters and official reports through evcry procefs of their operation ;—oppofed by 
every objection, and thofe too written, that the judgment or ingenuity of my colleagues in 
oicc, among whom I had always opponents, could devife;—at times weakened, at others fuf- 
pended, and asain refumed with their effeét enfeebled: but my own refponfibility ftill attending 
ther iue. Yetall my actions have undergone, and cven during the actual progrefs of them, 
they underwent fush a feverity of-inveftigation, as could fuit only a mind poficfling in itfelf 
an abfolute exemption from error. In the prefent occafion, I am put to a harder teft; for not 
my actions alone, but my words, and even my imputed thoughts, as at the final day of judge- 
mint, are wrefted into accufation againft me. And from whom is this ftate of perfection 
exucied ? From aman who was feparated, while yet but a fchool-boy, from his native country, 
a: from every advantage of that inftruction which might have better qualified him for the 
hich offices, and arduous fituations, which it became his lotto fill; and left to form his rule 


of cunduét on his own practice, and the light of fuch an underftanding as it hath pleafed God 
te beftouw on him. 


T país over the firft years of my life—Thefe no otherwife relate to the prefent purpofe 
tha as they recommended me fucceflively to the fucceffion of the Government of Fort St. 
George, to the Government of Fort William, and virtually to all the appointments which have 
fiance tollowed. 


I received the Government of Bengal with incumbrances, which might have intimidated.a 
firmer fpirit than mine; and I felt the perilous fituation in which it placed me. 


I found myfelf the titular head of a numerous, and not always accordant, Council, appointed to 
manage the affairs of a great ftate, which yet wore the marks of recent acquifition; but had nei- 
ther a determinate form nor fyftem, nor any orders or inftructions which could enable them to give 
it either. 


I attempted, and with the aids of my colleagues, where I was allowed them, I gave it both 
form and fyflem; for every office into which it was diftributed, to the time of my departure, 
received its inftitution during the period of my adminiftration, and al] the tranfadction, of it have, 
except the firit two yrars of the General Government, in lome part of their progrefs, received 
their dire€&tion from my guidance.—yYet in every ftep I had difficulties to furmount, which are 
unknown to the Rulers.and Minifters of other Governments. Befides the conciliation of dif- 
cordant opinions, and their more frequently confirmed oppotition, I had my conduét circum- 
{fcribed by orders which would apply to few of the cafes which occurred, and thofe orders uncer e 
tain in their conftruction. 


I bez leave to extend this refle&tion. During the long exercife of a charge foconftituted, and 
with fuch exigencies attending it, how, may I afk, was it poffible to keep affairs in one even 
line, or to avoid contradictions both in meafures and expreffions? At fome time affairs were 
forced into a direction diametrically oppofite to my views, by the power of a majority; fome- 
times they received their bias from my being obtiged to fubmit to the opinions of thofe on whom 
I depended for fupport: And whenever the courte of bufinefs was thus diverted from the ftraight 
linc, it was often dificult to bring it back, without {ome degree of irregularity, of violence, or 
of gencral inconfiftency. 


When I fuftzred ttem to proceed in that devious line, I am charged with purfuing meafures 
which my own opinions have condemned ; where I attempted to reftore them to their proper 
channel, | am accufed of innovations. Many meafures, which it would be now difficult to 
explain from written documents, were founded on circumftances of fuch notoriety, that no 
one cou'd doubt their propriety at the time, and no one ever thought it neceflary to record the 
reafons, or to cftablifh the proofs of facts and events, which were then certain, and univerfally 
admitted. 


The Minifter of this empire (if I may compare great things with fmall) had, in the 
varicus emergencies of his adminiftration, the learned judges of the land, general officers‘ of 
the firft authority and experience, and the merchants of the greateft commercial city in the 
woild, t) whom he might apply, and whofe opinions he might command, on every doubtful 
gucition, whether of law, military operation, trade, or finance.—He could not err, 


I pof fed no fuch profefiional aids, but had only my own mind for my refources, and minds 
as little inftruéted as my own to afit me, and to be theinftruments of my meafures. 


That 
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“That this defcription of my fituation may not be imputed to me as the invention of diffi- 
culties made up for the occafion, I beg leave to appeal to the following extract of a letter which 
I wrote to the Court of Dire&ors fo early as the 11th November, 1773, which was before I 
knew of the formation of the new fyftern tor the Government of India. 


~ Paragraph 4. ‘** May I be permitted, in all deference and fubmiffion to your commands; 
€c to offer it as my opinion, that whatever may have been the conduct of individuals, or even 
“© of the colle&tive members of your former adminiftration, the blame is not fo much imputable 
€ to them, as to the want of a principle ef Government adequate to its fubftance, anda 
“© coercive power to enforce it? The extent of Bengal, and its poffible refources, are equal 
<< to thofe ot moft ftates in Europe. Its difficulties are greater than thofe of any ; becaute it 
<¢ wants both an eftablifhed form and powers of Government; deriving its actual {upport from 
<€ the unremitted labour and perfonal exertion of individuals in power, inftead of the vita! 
«c influence which flows through the channels of a regular conftitution, and imperceptibly 
é animates every part of it. ur conftitution is no where to be traced, but in ancient 
« charters, which were framed for the jurifdiction of your trading {fettlements, the fales of 
*€ your exports, and the provifion of your annual inveftment. I need not abferve how incom- 
‘€€ petent thefe muft prove for the government of a great kingdom, and for the prefervation of 
é its riches from private violence and embezzlement.” 


I will content myfelf with this quotation in this place ; ‘though I could wifh that the whole 
letter were attentively perufed, as it is ftrongly expreflive of the difficulties and embarrafiments 
of my late fituation in India. To what I have faid let me add, that in a newly eftablithed 
Government many occafions will conftantly occur, which can be regulated by no p.ecedent ; 
and even the uncertainty of the conftitution, and the unknown limits of the authority be- 
Jonging to its various branches, will often provoke refiftance, and produce events, which 
never could happen under a Government long eftablifhed, and with-its powers clearly defined, 
and univerfally underftood. 


Under fuch circumftances I humbly apprehend, that fince it is not, as I have faid, the lot 
of human nature to be exempt from error, fome notorious calamity, affecting the interefts of 
which I had charge, or fome well-afcertained ground of, corruption, or other moral deviation 
from my duty, the lofs of national reputation, or of fubftantial property, ought to have ap- 
peared, before I became the fubjeét of a parliamentary impeachment. But what loffes has the 
nation fuftained through my mifmanagement? Have Provinces been difmembered from it ? 
Have its armies been defeated in operations of my formation? Or war or tamine waited the 
countries of my jurifdiction ?—No: The reverfe has been the attendant of my forturie in 
every ftage of it; and fo little ground have I afforded, from the notoriety of my character, 
for fuch an inquifition into it, that. I dare affirm that I ftand, even at this hour (notwith- 
ftanding the prejudices excited againft me) as high-in the eftimation of the world, I mean not 
to confine the affertion to this kingdom alone, as any man of my own rank and pretenfions 
in it. 

Yet I mean not to avail myfelf of this plea. I afert my general claim to the approbation 
of this Honourable Houfe, and of my country for my fervices; but I neither defire, nor will 


admit, of their being placed im balance againft my faults, if I have faults to ftand in oppofition 
to them. 


I entreat the Houfe, that each article of the charge -may be diftin@ly tried, and they will 
be pleafed: to give their fentence upon each. 


ANSWER TO THE FIRST CHARGE. 


ROHILLA WAR. 
HE firft charge begins by ig «< ‘That the Court of Dire&tors of the Eaft India 
t 


s Company, from a juft fenfe of the danger and odium incident to the extenfion of their 
<* conquefts in the Eaft Indies, and from an experience of the diforders and corrupt practices 
<t. which intrigues and negociations to bring about revolutions among the Country Powers had 

ži c produced, 
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e produced, did pofitively and repeatedly dire& their fervants in Bengal not to engage in any 
s offentive war whatfoever, That the faid Court laid it down as an invariable maxim, which 
‘< cught ever to be maintained, that: they were to avoid taking part in the political fchemes of any of 
“< the Country Princes; and did in-particular order and direét, that they fhould not engage with 
** a certain Prince called Sujah ul Dowlah, Nabob of Owde, and Vizier of the Empire, in 
** any operations beyond certain limits in the faid orders {pecially defcribed.”’ 


Te this I reply, that it is not true, in the terms flated in the charge, that the Court. of 
Directors did ‘* pofitively” direct their fervants in Bengal not to engage in any offenfive war 
‘<: what‘oever;°’ and, ‘* that they did in particular order:and direét that they fhould not engage 
«© with the Nabob Sujah ui Dowlah in any cperation beyond certain ‘** /imits’”? in the faid 
‘© orders fpecially defcrited ;” if by the term ‘** /imits” are meant either boundaries of terri- 
tory, o: any reftriction of operations relative to the Rohilla war, which is the only fubje& on 
which fuch orders can be applicable to the prefent charge. l 


The feveral letters from the Court of Direétors, to which references are made in the margin 
of this part of the charge, as documents or evidences of the aflertion contained in it, prohibit 
the Government of Bengal ** to march any part of their army” for the purpofe of ** efcorting 
“ the King to Delhi;? or to engage in any plan of alliance for ** eftablifhing a balance of 
‘© powcr”? among the Chiefs of India; or ‘* to take the part of umpires in Indoftan;”? with 
a caution to ** avoid taking part in any of the political f{chemes of any of the Country Princes; 
or ** ‘to afift Sujah ul Dowlah in any ambitious views of his.” Kad the reafons, wherever 
reafons are afligned, for thefe prohibitions, are not the odium and corruption imputable. to the 
contrary pacti-e, but the inutility and expence of offenfive military operations, and the un- 
certainty of their extent and duration, 


But neither are the prohibitions ftated even in thefe references as ‘* pofitive ;” for in one 
place they fay : ** You will obferve, by the whole tenor of thefe difpatches, that our views are 
** not to enter into 6ffenfive wars in India ;”? that is to fay, fuch are our general wifhes in-all 
cafes which will admit of the correfpondent praétice. Arid in another ‘letter, which was 
exprefsiy written upon the general fubjeét, having, and as it appears molt juftly, expreffed 
their difapprobation of a brigade of their forces being ftationed at Allahabad, in which they 
were originally placed for purpofcs of remote hoftility, they add this remarkable qualification 
of it: ** Pofitive orders upon this head we cannot give you, becaufe you muĝ undoubtedly 
& act according to the emergency of affairs.” 


‘There are other paffages in the letters of the Court of Dire€tors to their fervants in Bengal, 
which allow of a difpenfation from their general rule; and fome which even prefcribe, in 
exprefs terms, a deviation from it.— The following are inftances of both. : 


‘General letter to Bengal, dated 28th Auguft, 1771.—** But the conduct of the Rohillas 
& and Jauts is rather a matter of concern than furprize tous, as the King and Sujah ul Dowlah 
€ neglected the occafion to unite with thofe powers effeétually to repel the common difturbers 
‘© of :he empire, and confine them within the limits of their former pofieffions. To whatevee 
caufes this general timidity or fupinenefs may have been owing, we find ourfelves equally 
“* affedted, and the tranquillity of the Provinces endangered thereby; but as the projects of the 
“* King, or the conduct of the Vizier, are at prefent too myfterious for us to decide on the 
“© motives of their inactivity, and as we know not what alliances may be formed to ju/tify usin 
carrying ozr arms beyond the bounds of their dominions, we are prevented from propofing any 
« precife plan f.r your guidance in this refpect. But fhould your fubfequent advices enable us 
«é to form a more certain judgment of the expediency of departing from the plan we have laid down, 
« we fhall communicate to you by fome early conveyance, how far we may be difpofed to carry 
<“ our arms bey:nd the bounds of the Provinces, or the territories of cur allies, and become the parties 
s$ in an offenfive war.” 


In this extrac&t the policy of the Court of Dircétors'is marked in its full-extent ; namely,— 
That they generally difapprove, ‘and wifh to avoid offenfive wars, but that ‘where their interefts 
are threatened with danger, either immediate, or remote and eventual, by the defigns of other 
powers, they.approve, and even prefcribe, a deviation 'from ' their general maxim. ‘The fame 
principle, with the fame exceptions, is as itrongly, and (may I fay it) moft judicioufly dif- 
piayed in the following extraét of thcir general letter of the gothof June, 1769: 


«< We efteem ourfelves bound by: treaty to proteét the King’s perfon, and to fecure to hima 

“ the pofleffion of the Corah and Allahabad dittriéts. When we wrote, the 11th November, 
“t 1768, we apprchended the confequences ef keeping the brigade at Allahabad would be 
** creating in Sujah ul-Dowlah a-jealoufy- that woe involve us in frefh troubles, os 
3 vrs 
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re that time no caufe to efteem him an enemy; but, impreficd as you were, with the opinion of 
<< his hoftile intentions and growing ftrength, at the time of the difpatch of the Valentine, 
<c we fhall not blame your caution for deferring the execution of our orders a” its removal; nor flra?) 
<< we at this time attempt to give pofitive direćłtions for your conduct, which, in fuch critical 
<c cafes, ought feldom to be done, and in which the = of affairs may be varied by unforefeer 
<< events, at the very moment we are writing: But having given you, with as much precifion as 
‘© poffible, a general view of- the fyitem by which we wi//n to fee our affairs regulated, we muft 
‘s leave it to you toimprove, to-the utmoft of your powcr, every -opportunity of drawing to- 
s wards that point; and whenever you think yourfelves obliged, for our fecurity, upon emergent 
“e occafions, to adopt meafures of a contrary tendency, you are to give us very full reafons for fuch 
<< a deviation, and endeavour to return to the path we have marked out, as foon as circumftances 


& will admit.’’ 


Hence it is demonftrated, that the orders of the Company generally forbad offenfive wars ; 
but authorized and even enjoined them, under Certain circumftances of exception from the 


general rule. 


. "The charge’ proceeds to ftate, that I joined with ether Members of the Council, in declaring 
their approbation of the policy of the Company’s’ orders: That ‘* I adopted them with fin- 
<< cerity and fatisfa€tion; and that I was too well aware of the ruinous tendency of all ichemes 
<< of conqueft ever to adopt them, or ever to depart from the abfolute line of felf-defence, 
<< unlefs impelled to it by the moff obvious neceffity of the circumftances :’? “That 1 repeated this 
declaration to the Court of DireStors, and auded a folemn promife, ** with the unanimous con- 
<< currence of the whole Council, that no object or confideration fhould either tempt or compel 
čo me to pafs tht political line which they (the Directors) had laid down for my operations 
<< with the Vizier; afluring the Court of Direétors, that I fcarce faw a poffible advantage 
< which could cempenfate the hazard and. expence to-be incurred by a.contrary conduct.”’ 


Before I reply to this paragraph, I fhall humbly lay my claim to object in every inftance in 
which they fhall be made, to inférences drawn from particular expreffions of a general letter, 
containing my joint fubfcription with others. 


It is fufficient, in fuch compofitions, ‘that the opinions of the whole are materiaily the fame, 
it being impoffible that they fhould be exactly the fame in all cafes, or in any cali of mag- 
nitude, efpecially fuch as involve a variety of confiderations. To the mode in which the above 
extracts are worded, I particularly object ; becaufe the fcntiments which they contain are ex- 
prefied as if they were efpecially and primarily my own, and only adopted: by the other Members 
of thé- Board in con¢urrence with me. With refpect to their ‘* unanimous concurrence,” 
though this is printed in italics, which feems to be an indication of pofitive affertion, I beg 
leave to exprefs my doubts of it, having endeavoured to trace it, without fuccefs, inthe records 
to which I have had recent accefs, and my own memory. rejecting it. 


Having premifed thefe éxceptions, I proceed to declare, moft chearfully and unrefervedly, that 
J avow the principle afcribed to my‘declarations ; and make no-doubt, that wherever I have had 
occafion to repeat them, my words have accorded invariably, and at all periods of time, with 
my general. fentiménts, which were and are an abhorrence of: offenfive wars, undertaken on the 
exclufive principles of ‘ambition, profit, or policy. But I will alfo avow, that I would, without 
fcruple, engage in: an offenfive war for the fake of retaliating an injury actually done, or of 
meeting the certain intention of it. 


r- I cannotbetter or more fully exprefs my fenfe of this principle, than in thé following ‘words, 
extracted from an addrefs to the Court of Directors; ‘written upwards of twelve \ears ago, upon 
the fubjeét of the prefent charge: and: therefore crave leave to quote it, as it ftands inthe records 
of: this Honourable Houfe. 


<< I hope I fhall ftand acquitted in the breafts of all reafonable men, for maintaining the 
€c opinions quoted agamft me in the conclufion of this paragraph * ; but [I adopt it, even in the 
“«-words of my opponents ; and if I am the Chief A a great State, alluded to by them, I fhall 
“« be always ready to profefs, that I da reckon the probable acquifition of wealth among my reafons for. 
“* taking up arms againft. my neizghbcnrs. l never, in any period of my life, though long en- 
<<. paged in -public affairs, gave my confent for taking up arms in an xaju/t caufe; and I never 
«< fhall, but in-cafes of very ‘hotorious enormity, give my confent to take up arms in an un- 
4c: profitable one.” 


* Note. ‘The paragraph“alluded to is part of a letter of General Clavering, Colonel Monfon, and Mr. Francis, to the 
Court of Direftors, dated Nov. 30, 1774, in thefe words: ‘* We doubt whether there ever was an example of the Chicf of a great 
«š State profefling to reclaon the probable acquifition of wealth among his reafons for taking vp arms againft his neighbours.” 


J prefume 
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I prefume, that the principle which I have thus ftated will be approved by the judzments .of 
al] rational men, as it is ftri€ily conformabie to the practice of all States in all ages. Wretched 
and contemptible indeed would be the condition of that Government which fhould preclude 
itfelf from contracting alliances or other engagements with Foreign States, and invite the 

‘attacks of its lefs principled neighbours, by eftablifhing it as a rule of fixed and invariable 
‘policy, never to commit hoftilities but in the immediate refiftance of a€tual invafion; and 
equally irreconcileable with the common fenfe of mankind would be that policy, which fhould 
reftrict the effects or a juft war to the chaftifement of wrong, and reject every advantage ac~ 
quired by it. 


I have been thus minute'in my examination of the two firft pee of the charge, for th¢ 
neceflary purpofe of eftablifhing the firft principle on which my juftification refted, whether as a 
rule of conduct prefcribed by authority, or an obligation of inherent duty. From the reft of the 
charge, I fhall content myíelf with fele@ting the pofitions which appear as points of crimination 
againit me, and reply to them diftinctly. 


I fhall firft enumerate them in the order in which they occur. 
rf{t. That the Rohillas are a nation. 
2d. That I entered into an.engagement for their extirpation. 


3d. That the Company had never received, nor pretended to receive or apprehend, any in- 
‘jury whatfoever from the Rohillas. 


4th. That the Nabob Sujah ul Dowlah never complained of an aggreffion or a& of hoftility, 
nor pretended a diftinét caufe of quarrel, other than the non-payment of a fum of money in 
difpute between him and that people. 


sth. That the Eaft-India Company were not parties to the engagement, nor guarantees 
thereof, nor bound by any obligation whatever to enforce the execution of it. | 


‘ 6th. “Fkat E did-not make ‘enquiry, nor give notice,- nor offer mediation, &c. 
7th. But that I did ftimulate the Nabob of Owde to the enterprize. 


8th. That I obliged him to accept even the permiffion to relinquifh the execution of it as a 
favour, and to make conceffions for it. 


oth. That the engagement was verbal, and not bound by a written treaty. 


roth. That I confeffed that I fpoke the Indoftan language imperfectly, and neverthelefs made 
no ufe of an interpreter. 


yrth. That I propofed the acquifition of forty lacks of rupees for the Company. 


12th. That I tranfgreffed the inftructions of the Council, by tranfgreffing the Company’s 
orders, to which their powers had reftricted me. 


13th. That I fuppreffled the information of the agreement originally made with the Nabob 
Sujah ul Dowlah, in the letter which I wrote to the Court of Direétors from Benares, advifing 
them of the treaty concluded with the faid Nabob on other fubjeéts. | 


14th. That I entered a falfe report of the tranfaction in the Council books, by reprefenting 
that the. Nabob had indeed propofed the defign, but that I was pleafed that he urged the [{chemé of 
the expedition no further, when in reality and truth I had confented to it. 


15th. That I and the Council engaged in the enterprize, under circumftances of uncommon 
refponfibility and perfonal hazard. 


16th. That no part of the money due for the Rohilla war was recovered, till after the eftablifh- 
ment of the new Government in Bengal; and that the whodle remains in effect and fubftance 
unpaid to this day. 


17th. “That the Nabob Sujah ul Dowlah committed great aéts of cruelty and panasi 
in the prosecution of the war, and in the abufe made- of his victory ; that he violated a Prin ? 
o 
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of preat rank, and other women, and that I abetted him thercin ; that eminent families were 
either cut off or banrfhed, their wives and children ruined, and the country laid wafte aud 
depopulated. 


18th. ‘That I difobeyed a ftanding order of the Court of Directors, firt by not producing 
all my correfpondence with Mr. Middleton, the Refident at Owde, and with Colonel Champion, 
the Commander in Chief of the army employed in the Rohilla war, to the Select Committee ; 
and,: fécondly, by refufing to produce the fame to the majority of the Council. 


roth. That I -arrogated to myfelf dangerous powers, by afferting that Mr. Middleton, the 
public Refident at Owde, was my official Agent, and that, bcing fuch, I was not qbliged to 
zorhmunicate his correfpondence. l 


20th. -‘Fhat the Court of Directors, and afterwards the General Court of Proprietors, ‘* did 
*€°unanimoufly condemn (along with my conduct relative to the Rohilla treaty and war) my 
<< refufal to communicate my whole correfpondence with Mr. Middleton to the Council; yet 
<c that I have never yet communicated the whole of my correfpondence either to the Governor 
<c General and Council, or to the Court of Diredctors.’’ 


-To thefe I.fhall briefly and diftin@ily reply. 


If. That the. Robillas are a nation. 


It is a fact of notoriety, and has been proved by examinations’ which were taken at the Board 
of Fort William in December, 1774, and inferted in the Reports be.ore this Honourable Houfe, 
that’ the” :Rohillas are nota nation, but a body of forcign adventurers, who made themfelves 
anafters of the country to which they have fince given their name; and ‘even the laft Govern- 
:ment- of -it-was an ufurpation of the frit ufuxpation. 


Ild. That I entered into an engagement for their extirpation. 


Much declamation has been ufed upon this word, until its origirial fénfe: has been loft in the 
colourings which have been given to it. Yet-I avow the word, and the defign attributed to it. 
It was the profefled-intentirorr of the Nabob Sujah ul Dowlah, and of courfe minec, as connected 
with it; to extirpate the Rohillas, that is, ** to expel or remove them from the country which 
& they occupied, without fuffering the {malleft veftige of their power to remain in it. [n this 
<< fenfe l-did moft certainly agree to affift the Vizier, and fo-did the late Prefident and Council; 
<&c nor can I conceive how the war could-have been undertaken with any other object.” ‘“Thefe 
words I borrow from my Minute in Council, dated rith January, 1775- I will add whit im- 
mediately follows-in thé fame Minute, as a reply both to this and the preceding article. ‘* Ihe 
<&c: majority know, as well as myfelf, that the Rohillas-are not the people of the country, but a 
«c military tribe, who conquered it, and quartered themfelves upon the people, without follow- 
"<< ing any profeffion but that of ‘arms, or mixing:in any relation with the native inhabitants. 
< I have already defcribed the nature of this tribe in the ninth paragraph of my oblervations 
'S¢..on the firft letter of the majority ; and the fame account of them hus been given by Colonel 
é Teflie and Major Hannay, and, if I miftake not, by Colone] Champion himfelf, in their 
‘© examination taken before the Board on the igth and 28th of December. Major Hannay’s 
“© words are remark ble ; I be: leave to quote ‘hem: J have learned from many people, that it is 
<c. only.within 50 years that th» Robitlas are become mafiers of the c untry to the North of the Ganges; 
“¢ that they were originally Afghans, came into Hlindyian under a Sirdar, named Daood Cawn, and 
«c -that-they'c.mquered that country from the Hindoos, and that fince that tiv.e they have followed na 
<< other prefeffion than that of arms, and the ancient Hindsos have cultivated the country. The Rz- 
sS hillas aré Muffulmen, of the Sect of Owerx; and the cuitivators of the country are Hindocs. I 
<< fuppofe. the proportion to be about ninè Flindoos to one Myffulman.”” 

kt will-appear, from the preceding explanation, that the extirpation confiited in nothing more 
‘than in removing from their offices the Rohillas who had the official management of the country, 
and from the country the foldiers who had oppofed us in the conqueft of it. Nor was the pro- 
eefs a fanguinary. or hard one, as they had only to pafs the Ganges to their countrymen on the 
other fide‘of'it.| In a word, we conq:tered the country from the conquerors of it, and fubfti- 
tuted another rule in the place of theirs, upon the fame principles of right and ufage (the right 
of the wat being pre-fuppofed) as a Brith commander in Europe would expel the foldiers of a 
ered. town, and garrifon it-with his own, which, by the fame mode of fpeech, and, with 
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equal propricty, might be called an extirpation. 
1 : lild.. That 


IId. That the Company had never received, nor pretended to receive or apprehend, any injury 
awhutever fromthe Robillas. 


The Company were joined on equal terms with the Vizier in the injury which he had receive] 
from the Rehillas. 


‘That injury was the repeated breach of faith, and refufal given, in two fucceffive years, to pay 
tic fum ftipulated for their defence, and for the expulfion of the Mahrattas from their country. 
— The Vizier was our Ally. 


Our Government was applied to for its confent to the firft defign of defending the Rohillas 


agzinit the Mahrattas, and the engagements which followed ‘were negociated by our Commander 
in Chief, Gencral Sir Robert Barker. 


Thefe confifted in two feparate inftruments; one a treaty of mutual alliance between the 
Nabob Sujah Dowlah and the Rohilla Chiefs ; and the other an obligation executed by them, to 
pay him, in confideration of it, forty lacks of rupees. -Both were executed in the prefence of. 
Sir Robert Barker, and figned by him as a witnefs to it; which, in every inftance of the kind that 
hes ever pafled in the Company’s annals, is equivalent to a guarantee. The obligation is in 
the records of the Secretary’s office in Calcutta, and the tranflation is entered in more than one 
place in the .fifth report of the Committce of Secrecy. 


FVth. That the Nabob Sujah ul Dowlah never complained ofan aggréffion or act of hoftility, nor 
pretended a diftiné&? caufe of quarrel, ‘other than‘the non-payment of a fum of money in difpute 
Letwien him and that people. 


There were other juft caufes:of complaint againft the Rohillas: They ‘had treacheroufly 
intrigued with the Mahrattas, with the defign of uniting with them againft the Nabob Sujah 
ul Dowlah during the fubliftence of their engagement with him, and at the very time that he 
was in arms for their defence. Indeed a part of them had aétually joined the Mahrattas, and 
the reft were on their march for that purpofe, and were prevented only by the timely arrival of 
Sir Robert Barker in their country, in the beginning of the year 1773, with a brigade of the 
Company’s troops in conjunétion with the Nabob’s. 


This appears from various parts of the correfpondence of Sir Robert Barker, and others, in 
the Appendix of the Fifth Report of the Secret Committee; and in Sir Robert’s letter of the 
6th of April, he fays of ‘them, ** It is well known that neither promifes nor oaths have been 
** able to bind this treacherous fect of people to their engagements.”’ 


Vth. That the Eaft India Company were not parties to the engagement, or. guaraniees:thereof; nor 
bound by any obligation whatever to enforce the execution of it. 


' That the. Company were parties to the engagement, has been proved in the reply to the third 
article. “That they were bound to fupport the Nabob Vizier in afferting his right, or to affert 
their own, is a gueftion not neceffary to the charge: It is fufficient that the right has been 
proved. 


ViIth. That I did not make enquiry, nor give notice, nor offer mediation, &Sc. 


Sir Robert Barker and the Vizier had been engaged in continual negociations with them 
forthe recovery of the money in the years 1772 and 1773, and they had conftantly evaded 
the payment. 


‘The faét was notorious, and there could not be any obligation to give them notice, that they 
might be the better enabled to defeat the enterprize. 


VIIth. But that 1 did fimulate the Nabob of Owde to the enterprize. 


My condu& in this inftance will be fully explained when I proceed to the narration of the 
whole tranfaction. I fhall here but obferve that I thought the ground of war juftly eftablifhed ; 
that the Nabob Sujah ul Dowlah had repeatedly urged our confent to it, and that I made ufe 
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of the earnéftnefs with which he purfued this favourite point, to engage his agreement fo a 
fyftem of ufeful alliance: with him; which I ebtained, and date from it the fublequent power 
and profperity of the Company in Bengal. 


VIllth. .That I obliged him to accept even the permiffion to relinquifh the execution of it as a favour, 
and to make conceffions for it. 


This is a perverfion of a- plain and fimple fact,—TI had required fifty lacks of rupees for the 
price of the ceffion of Corah and its dependencies : he pleaded his inability to pay fo large a 
fum, and to defray the war with the Rohillas, and the encreafed fubfidy for our army. I 
agreed to remit five lacks of the demand; and when he fropofed to fufpend the defign apainft 
the Rohillas, which removed the former plea, I demanded, and he confented to replace the 
‘five lacks, and the ftipulation for Corah remained as it originally ftood in my demand for ir, 
at fifty lacks ; and thus the tranfaction is ftated in my original report of it. 


TXth. That the engagement was verbal, and not bound by a written treaty. 


It is true, that the firft propofition for the Rohilla war was difcuffed and terminated in con- 
verfation; but the terms on which it was to have been undertaken were committed to writing, 
and made parts of the draft of the treaty concluded with the Nabob Sujah ul Dowlah, at 
Benares; but were withdrawn from it at his own inftance, and left unnoticed, becaufe the whole 
bufinefs appertaining to it was poftponed, and, as I then believed, wholly given up. After- 
wards, when it was refumed, the terms óf our mutual engagement were ftated in the letters 
which paffed between the Nabeb and myfelf ; and the event proved that the obligation in this 
mode was as binding as a treaty, in all its forms, could have made it ; for the fum ftipulated 
to be paid to the Company for their affiftance in the war, was acknowledged by the Nabob to 
be due when it might have been difputed, and it has been punctually paid. It might have 
been difputed, becaufe our army was withdrawn while the country was yet unfeitled, and 
withdrawn without the Nabob’s confent, and againft his remonftrances ; which was contrary 
to the.exprefs terms of the agreement made with him. But furely I may afk, is this defence 
necefflary ? Is every act criminal which any man may ftate to be fuch? Or is it criminal to 
have omitted doing what any man may conceive proper to have been done ?—Hard would be my 
lot, were my paft actions to be meat(ured by this teft of them; for though the papers which I 
have officially written,’ and to which I have contributed, would fill many ponderous volumes, 
yet their bulk and number would have beeri more than doubled, bad every minute tranfaction 
and occurrence been minuted which I bad deemed of importance at the inftant in which they 

affed ; and enormous indeed, if to.thefe all the converfations were added, which either led to 
.bufinefs, or arofe out of it. 


Ath. That I confeffed that I fpoke the Hindofian language imperfe&tly, and neverthele/s made no ufe 


of an interpreter. 


, I will not tranfgrefs the bounds of my refpeét for this Honourable Houfe, nor offend 
the high fenfe which I entertain of its wifdom, by offering any reply to this article. 


XIth. That Ipropofed the acquifition of 40 lacks of rupees for the Company, anda relief to the 
difircffes of the Company, as objects of the enterprize. 


This I acknowledge; and whatever fentiments may have fuggefted fuch a motive as a 
criminal charge, I {hall never regret the fervices and facrifices which I have made to my 
employers, and to my country, whatever returns’ I may have received at the inftant, or may 
receive.from either, 


Xith. © That J tranfgreffed the infiruétions of the Council, by tranfgreffing the Company's orders ta 
which their powers had refiriéied me. 
This is refuted by the preliminary expofition which I have offered of the true conftruction 
ef the Company’s orders -on which it is grounded, 3 


MIIIth. That 
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XKITh. That 1 fuppreffed the information of the agreement originaly made with the Nabob Susah ul 
Dorvlah in the letter which I wrote to the Court of Directors fram Benares, advifing them of the 
treaty concluded with the faid Nabob on other fubjeds. 


The letter which I difpatched to the Court of Dire€tors from Benares was written to inform 
them of what had been done, and of that but as much as it was eflential for them to know. 
It was not neceflary to inform them of what was not done, nor to commit the fecret of a defign 
which bad been dropped, but might yet take place, and which related to a great political. 
event, to a letter which was to pats through the center of Hindoftan, and afterwards through 
many nations of Afia and Europe, with at leaft an equal chance of -its being intercepted. 


In effect I fufpect that it a&ually met with that fate, though written and difpatched in 
duplicate; for in the Report publifhed by order cf the Court of Direétors, I find this letter 
inferted, with 2 notice.that it was received ‘by them on the 26th of March, which was the 
date of the receipt of the fubfequent difpatches of the Board, by the Mercury packet. 


‘That I may not appear to have been remifs in any part of the procefs of my tranfa&tions at 
Benares, I will crave leave to ftate the following fhort chronological recital of ‘it. 


On the 23d of June, 1772, I received my inftructions from the Board. On the yth of 
September I concluded a treaty with the Nabob Sujah ul Dowlah, conformable’ to my in- 
ftructions. On the roth of the fame month I advifed the Court of Dire&tors of it in a letter 
difpatched in duplicate by land to England. On the 4th of October I delivered my report of 
my proceedings in my place, at the Board in Calcutta; and on the s2th of O&ober a letter - 
was written by the Board, and difpatched by the Mercury packet, to the Court of. Dire&tors, 
for the declared purpofe of conveying to them my Report, in which all that had paffed relating 
to the projected defign againft the Rohillas was fully recited: So that the whole tranfaéction 
was begun and concluded, and underwent every requifite procefs of official communication, 
with a journey of fifteen hundred miles, in the courfe of three months and nineteen 
days. 


The following is an extract of fo much of my Report as relates to the-prefent fubje&t : 


s ‘The Vizier was at firft very defirous of the affiftance of an Englith force to put him in 
< pofieffion of the Rohilla country lying North’ of his dominions,.and Eaft of the Ganges.. 
ss This has long been a favourite object of his wifhes, and you will recolle& that the firft 
& occafion of my late vifit was furnifhed by a propofal of this kind. He had certainly juft 
** grounds of refentment againft the- Chiefs of this nation, who had not only failed in their 
s% engagements to pay him forty lacks of rupees for his prote&tion againft the Mahrattas, but 

had actually fupplied them with money when they appeared in arms againft him. He offered 
to make the Company a confideration for this fervice, of forty lacks of rupees, befides the 
< {tipuiated fum for the expences of our troops; but he afterwards laid afide this’ defion, fearin 
% that it would difable him from fulfilling his engagements for Corah and Illahabad. I enclo 
for your obfervation, No. ro, the original agreement of the Rohilla Chiefs, witnefled b 
General Barker; No. 11, a tranflation of the fame; No. 12, atranflation of a letter which 
I received from Hafiz Rahmut Cawn, in whofe name the agreement was ratified ; and No. 

13, a tranflation of a narrative delivered to me by the Vizier, in reply to it. The meafures 
to be purfucd for his fecurity on that quarter muft therefore be determined by future occurrences. 
I was pleafed that he urged the fcheme of this expedition no further, as it would have led 
** ourtro cps to a diftance from our borders, which I would wifh ever to avoid, although there 
& are powerful arguments to recommend it.” 


ALVth. That Lentered a falfe report of the tranfadction in the Council Books. by reprefenting that the 


Natob had propofed the dejign, but that I was pleafed that he urged the Scheme of the expedition n 
further, when in reality and truth I had confented to it. -i P d 


There is nothing like a contradiction in the reprefentations which ate oppofed to each other 
to eftablifh the guilt of falfehood which is kere laid to my charge. i 


I affirm, and the records of this Houfe prove inconteftibly, that the Nabob did propofe, did 
ffi propofe, the defign of the Rohilla war: Nay that it was the foundation of my journey to 
Benares. It appears in various partsof the fame authorities, that I availed myfelf of his eager 
folicitude for the attainment of this point to engage his affent to others of neceflary confe- 
quence, and of much greater value to the Company; and it is certain that I was pleafed to 


have 
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have obtained them withsut the neccffity of making this conceffion, when he himfelf relin- 
quifhed it. The internal movements of the mind admit of no‘determinate evidence to prove 
tbem ; but that I was in a fituation which was moit likely to have affected me in the masses 
which I have defcribed, I have abundant proof. 


The dominions of the Nabob Sujah ul Dowlah, our ally, Jay open and expofed to that pef- 
feffed-‘by the Rohillas, both confifting of one vaft plain, without any natural line of divifion 
or obftruction between them ; and both were fhut in by the fame common boundary, the Ganges, 
clufing them in the northern extremity, with impenetrable mountains, 


The Mahrattas had fucceffively attempted to poffefs themfelves of this country; and, but for 
the affiftance of the Nabob’s forces united with thofe of the Company, they would have iuc- 
ceeded: The Rohillas, though thus effectually and feafonably protecied by the Nuabob Sujah 
ul. Dowlah, had openly negociated with the Mahr. ttas, and had fhewn manifeft dilpofitions 
to unite with them againft their defender, The fame fcenes might be renewed the next year, 
and repeatedly, with equal danger to the Nabob Sujah ul Dowiah, whether the Mahrattas 
obtained complete poffefion of the country, or the Rohillas joined with them to carry their 
ravages into his. . The Company’s interefts, which were at all times involved in the fecurity of 
the Nabob Vizier’s dominions, had acquired a {trong additional tie by his recent engagements 
with them. 


"The RohiHas had afforded him a juft caufe for war, and for all the confequences of it, by 
their repeated breach of engagement, -and he had a right to our concurrence and affiftance ‘in 
the profecution of it. 


Thefe were the-grounds for undertaking the war; and on thefe grounds had. he not himfelf 
fhrunk from it, I fhould have thought myfelf bound to join him in undertaking it. 


On the other hand, there were ftrong arguments of difcouragement, which operated againft 
the undertaking. 


Thè fuccefs of it, though morally certain, might have been attended with greater difficulties 
than when’ it was afterwards attempted, by realon of the neighbourhood of the M.hrattas, 
who would certainly have been invited to take part againft-us. The fame doubts which the 
Vizier-entertained of his ability to pay the ftipulated fum, in addition-to thofe of our other 
claims upon him, might as obvioufly occur to my mind, with all the. confequences both of 
public and private embarraflment from the failure. My authority, on which the continued 
fupport of the enterprize would depend, was but accidental, and liable to variation ; and even 
that of the Board collectively, in points of a political nature, had for fome time fcarce appeared, 
but under the influence and agency of the Commander in Chief, whom I had offended by 
withdrawing it from him; yet, he muft have been employed, and in effeét my own choice had 
preferred him, in the-execution of the plan, poffibly with his own judgment oppofing it. 


‘Fo thefe objections, which related immediately to the meafure itfelf, others occurred, 
which were of a foreign and -adventitious nature, and fome: which were merely perfonal and 
private. 


The firft of thefe diftin€tions regarded the ftate of the Company at home, their Charter 
drawing near to its expiration, and a ftrong popular prejudice excited and univerfally prevailing 
againft both them and their fervants. - The- fecond, my own fituation, and that of-my col- 
leagues and coequals in the Council. 


I owed my appointment in the Government to motives which, though highly honourable to 
thofe who had nominated me to it, weré but a limited 2nd tranfitory dependence. I had no 
natural intereft'at home, no perfonal connections, nor any other means of fupport, than fuch 
as I might gradually and eventually acquire by my reputation in office. ‘In the mean time, all 
my actions were. to be viewed through a very remote medium, with a thoufand refractions of 
private intereft; fecret mifreprefentation ; general.prejudice; and the precipitation of un- 
informed judgment ; and above all, the fituation of my employers nor allowing them the free 
exercife of theirs. The meafure itfelf derived its propriety from circumftances of nice relation 
and various detail, which few could underftand without fome previous knowledge, or ftudy, of 
antecedent events and local fituation, and which were eafily liable to mifconftruction. ` It was 
repugnant to the, general policy of the. Company, and depended for its fanétion on conftruc- 
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tive orders, OF which the Court of Directors, who framed them, had-a claim at leaft to the 
fole right of interpretation. Thefe confiderations, with others of a fimilar nature, prefled. 
with a more fenfible weight upon my mind at this time, by the means of recent advices pri- 
vately received from England, which reached me while I was within a few days of my arrival 
at Benares, and by which I learnt that a new commiflion had -been appointed from home, to 


make enquiry into the ftate of the Company’s affairs in Bengal, and to fuperfede the powers 
of its aétual adminiftration. 


With fuch profpects of difcouragement, will it be fuppofed that in’the folicitude of my zeat 
for the public fervice, or, if I muft adopt the language of inveétive, in the purfuit of an irre- 
gular ambition, I had no intervals of fecret leifure for the mind to turn the glafs upon its own 
-concerns? I well knew what my duty required of me, and tiat I was determined on per- 

forming, in defpite of every inferior concern; yet, when I was relieved from the obligation by 
‘the Nabob’s renunciation of his defign, which could be profecuted only at his requifition, and 
therefore no duty of my own oppofed the forbearance of it, I might then both naturally and 
allowably yield fome indulgence to my private feclings. I certainly was glad to be freed from 
“the embarraffments, which I had apprehended in the profecution.of the plan, though I fhould 
have paid no regard tothem, had I been ft:Il required to proceed in it. ‘Chis oppofttion of my 
private and reftrained wifhes to my fenfe of what was incumbent on mein my public charaéer, 
will be found to accord exadtly with the femtiments exprefled upon the fame fubjeét in my Mi- 
nutes delivered upon both occafions, in which the g@ibject of the Rohilla war was introduced 


to the notice of the Board, both when the defign was firft propofed and withdrawn, and after~ 
wards propofed and adopted by the Board. 


But perhaps I have miftaken the intended fenfe of this part of the charge; and it is not the 
inconfiftency of my private feelings with my public actions, which is alledged againft me, but 
fimply the information given by me to the Board, that the defign of the expedition had been 
dropped, when in fact it yet exifted, with my engagement to profecute it, 


If I have miftaken the meaning of this paragraph, and unneceffarily wafted the time of this 
Honourable Houfe in fo long and laboured a refutation of a charge not made againft me, 
humbly refer myfelf to the candour of this Houfe, and beg leave to afcribe my error to the man- 
ner in which the charge is drawn and printed, with intricacy of confiruction, and a frequent 
change of type; many words, and even whole fentences, being printed in zta/ic chara€ters, as 
if indicating fome implied guilt, or aggravating that exprefsly alledged againft me. Nor is this 
practice (whether fair or not, this Honourable Houfe will determine) confined to the para- 
graph in queftion of this firt charge, nor even to this fingle charge, but pervades, with the 
like ambiguity, every part of every charge exhibited againft me. 


I now proceed to reply to this article, in the fenfe which I have juft inferred from it. 


In my reply to the preceding article, I have inferted the whole of my report. of what paled 
between the Nabob Vizier and myfelf at Benares, on the fubjeét of the firft propofal for the 
Rohilla war, in an extract from my report of all my proceedings there. This report ftated, 
that the Vizier was defirous of our affiftance Iping the Rohillas, and offered terms for its 
but that, for reafonsaffigned, he afterwards laid it afide; ** that the meafures to be purfued for 
é his fecurity on that quarter, were therefore to be determined by future occurrences-;” and 
s I was pleafed that he urged it no further.” There the bufinefs refted, and as I certainly did 
believe it at that time, finally, though the obligation flill remained, if the Nabob fhould again 
lay claim toit, and no change of circumftances intervened to alter it. 


On the 26:h of November of the fame year, the fubjeét was again introduced at the Board, 
“with a requeit of the Vizier, for the renewal and profecution of it; and the following was my 
recit:} of the tranfaction more at large, in a Minute which I delivered upon the occafion : 


< Jn this fituation, here appears an unufual degrce of refponfibility annexed to fuch an un- 
€c dertaking. I would therefore recommend it to ferious confideration ; and at the fame time I 
think it my duty to declare, that I find myfelf embarrafled in a peculiar manner in my deci- 
fion, from the circumftances of what pafied between the Vizier and myfelf at Benares. The 
Board will recolle&, that this very country was included in the line of defenfive operations 
which they thought proper to adopt laít year in fupport of the Vizier; and itis now necef- 
fary to acquaint them more fully, that the Vizier at the interview did propofe this expedition 
to me, and carneftly folicited my affiftance; that-I regarded. this requeft as a Jucky circym- 
{tance in the negociation, and availed mylelf of it, as the means of purchafing the Viziei’s 
-compliance with the other meafure, which was the principal cbjeét of my commiffion. I 
confented to it; engaging to affift him in the enterprize, ga the conditions with which the 
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st Board are already acquainted. Afterwards, from a fufpicion of his own ability to make 
‘* good fo many pecuniary engagements at once, asthofe he had undertaken, he himfelf made 
* the propofal for fufpending the Rohilla expedition ; but the condition which took its: r:fe 
** from it, viz, that the future payments of the extra charges of the army fent at any time to 
“© his affiftance, fhould be fixed at two hundred and ten thoufand rupees per month for a bri- 
“ pade, was {till allowed to be made an articic of the new treaty. And it was further agreed, 
*© that the ftipulation for Corah, which I had with difficulty raifed to forty-five lacks of rupees, 
“© fhould now be made fifty, in confideration of his being exempted from the additional bur- 
‘¢ chen of the projected tampaign, and better enabled to fulfil his other payments. It is unne- 
*s ceflary to explain the motives which urged the Vizier to make conectilions tor the liberty of 
*<- relingquifhing a point which he had apparently fo much at heart, and which I was not foli- 
** citous to purfue : The detail wouid be tedious—the gentlemen who were with me, and to 
** whom I made daily communication of the pregrefs of the negociations, will rememter that 
& fuch was the iffue of this part of them. The expedition remained only fufpended ; and I 
& gave him every reafon to expect, that whenever it could again be with prudence refumed, 
** and he defired it, it fhould be undertaken. 


« ‘This isthe predicament in which I now ftand with the Vizier; and although, from a fear 
€ of his not being able to fulfil his part of the agreement, I wifh to av :a -engaging in the 
** project for the prefent, yet it appears to me, that a direét refufal, atter what has pafled, 
“s€ would have an unfriendly afpect, and night admit of the conftrucétion of artifice and infin- 
«<: cerity in-our dealings with him.” 


I now throw myfelf onthe juftice of this Honourable Houfe to determine, whether there is 
any other difference between the tworecitals, than that the latter is mere detailed and enlarged 
than the former, which ftates little, more being then unneceflary. Hud the enga ement in the 
firft-imftance ftood; -it would have con{titated an article in the treaty, which was at that time 
concluded, and the draft of it is ftill om record ;: but the Nabob himfelf declining it, it retain- 
ed no other force on our Government, than that which the fpirit of honour and fair dealing 
might allow, and the circumftances of affairs admitted. T heie had received no other alteration, 
than the departure of the-Mahrattas, occafioned by a late revotution in their ‘own ftate, which 
was likely, for a length of time to come, to prevent them from interfering in our operations. 


If further evidence of this conftrudction is neceffary, the following Extraét from the Letter 
of the Nabob Sujah Dowlah, which furnifhed the fubject of debate, of which the preceding 
Minute formed a part, will put it beyond the poffibility of doubt. 


`" Extraé of a Letter from the Nabob Sujah Dowlah, received the 18th November, 197 3. 


«< During our interview at Benares, we had fome converfation on .this fubje& ; and it was 
œc then agreed:on, that I fhould pay to the Company the fum of forty lacks of rupees, after 
**. the extirpation of the Rohillas; and two hundred and ten thoufand rupees monthly, on:ac- 
as count of the Englifh brigade, during my operations in the Rohilla country; and that I 
<< fhould, with the affiftance of the Englifh forces, endeavour to punifh: and'exterminate the 
c Rohilas out of their country. 


e Tf therefore thefe terms are agreeable to you; I defire to know whether you will afi? me-with the 
“* Englifh forces; or you will-not.” 


When I wrote the Minutes from which the preceding Extraéts are taken, I little fufpected 
that the time would come when they were to be put to the rack of verbal criticifm before the 
Houfe of Commons of Great-Britain. 


I look back with pain on the many pages which have béen‘filled with this part of my defence, 
jn a difcuffion-which I myfelf cannot but confider as unworthy to take up fo much of the 
attention‘of -this ‘Honourable Houfe, did not the occafion of' it implicate the plaufibility of 
every other charge inftituted againft me, and c. ft the colour of reproach upon the moft impor- 
tant tranfactions of the Britifh-Government in India, during the courfe of thirteen years, from 
the imputed depravity of character in him who directed’ them. 


A charge of falfehood-in-terms, of deliberate falfehood, imprints fuch a fenfe of infamy on 
an ingenuous mind, as even'the fulleft refutation of it cannot wholly efface; fince it taints the 


fource itfelf of every honourable principle, and follows its devoted object into all his habits of 
ciety, even to his deareft connections. 7 
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I hope, therefore, I fhaJl not be deemed to depart from the great refpeét which I owe and 
truly profefs for this auguft Aflembly, if on this occafion I abandon for an inftant the degraded 
condition of a man arraigned, and aflume my claim to the rights of refpeét which iny rank in 


office, primarily and repeatedly affigned to me by this Honourable Houfe itfelf, authorizes 
me to affert. 


If, after. a patient and full examination of all the.charges exhibited againft me, I fhall appear 
to merit that’ punifhment ‘which the juftice of my country exaéts for high offenders, let me 
receive it3——I will fubmit with what refignation I can to my doom, how much foever fe own 
con{cioufnefs of better defert may revolt againft it. Let me not, however, be punifhed before 
conviction by the admiffion of hard epithets, and difgraceful inveétives againft me. J am war- 
ranted by the doétrine of my religion, to proteft againft fuch atreatment; for this teaches me, 
that even a bieffed fpirit of Heaven contending with the devil ‘* durft not bring a railing accu- 
** fation againft him ;” but if the refult fhail prove, that in along, difficult, and perilous fer- 
vice, 1 have conducted myfelf with integrity, and with a zeal for the intercfts of my employ- 
ers, and my country, manifefted by an invariable train of fuccefsful meafures; that I was in- 
ftrumental in preferving one great and valuable branch of the Britifh empire committed to my 
charge, from threatened annihilation ; and left it in a ftate more profperous than I received it ; 
what atonement will this Honourable Houfe in its juftice ordain for the injury which I fuftain 
by having been branded on its records, and under the fanétion of its authority, with the vile 


and abhorred character of a Verres, an oppreffor, a defrauder, a traitor, and even of a 
liyar ? 


XVth. That I and the Council engaged in the E ntérprize under Circumftances of uncommon Re- 


' [ponfibility and Perfonal Hazard. 


This I admit ; but not in the terms of the text, nor with 


the implication of criminality, I 
know not on what grounds affixed to it. 


XVIth. ` That'no Part of the Money due for the Rchilla war was recovertd till after the Eflablifh- 


sage of a new Government in’ Bengal, and that the Whole remains in Effe& and Subflance unpaid 
to this Day. 


The meaning of this charge feems to be, that fo long as any balance remained due from the 
Nabob of Owde, in the rufining account between him and the Company, ‘that balance arofe 
exclufively out of the ftipulation for the Rohilla war, whatever debts may have been incurred, 


or payments ‘made, though of milHons on both’ fides of ‘the account, ‘fince that debt was ori- 
ginałly contracted. 


This is contrary to the general commerce of “mankind ; every debt, in the order in which it 
«was contracted, being univerfally underftood to be difcharged by the fums received, if equi- 
valent in their correfpondent order‘of payment; but let it be as it will, it is mow paid beyond 
all poffibility of queftion; for even while thefe charges are forming, advices are received from 
the government of Bengal, which declare that the Nabob of Owde had paid up the whole of 
his debt to the Company of. every kind, without an “Anna remaining. 


'XVIIth. That the Nahob Sujah Dowlak committed great AAs of Cruelty and Inhumanity in the 
 Profecution of the War, and in the Abufe made of his Victory; that he violated a Princefs of great 
Rank, and other Women, and that I abetted him therein; that eminent Families were either cut oF 

or banifhed, the Wives and Children ruined, and the Country laid wafle and depopulated. 


‘This part of the general charge, if it were true, could only affect meas the abettor-of it. 


That I was not the-abettor of it I certainly know, but cannot difprove it, otherwife than by 
‘an ‘appeal to my general character, which is in the ftrong features of it well known, and to the 
evidences themfelves, which are quoted in fupport of the allegation. I deny that-there is a 
fyllable in thefe that proves it, or that, without a violence on the conftruction which could 
convert white into black, even tend to caft the moft diftant fufpicion of it. 


The fetter written by the Board to Colonel Champion, dated the 23d May, 1773, and mine 
to Mr. Middleton, dated the 27th of the fame month, which I fhall crave leave to read at the 
clofe of this article, are evidences of m anxiety and endeavours, both to obtain a true know- 
ledge of the facts, and to redrefs them in whatever degree they might be found to exift; and 


the 
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the anfwers to both are, in my opinion, a refutation of the charge as it ftands againft the Vizicr. 
With refpect to the fiiit, Colonel Champion, in anfwer to the difire expreffed by the Board, 
‘© to be immediately advifed of the particulars of the treatment to which he had alluded,” that 
ts, the Nabob’s treatment of the Rohilla prifoners, begins the fubject with a fentence that 
feems to promife the information required; but no fuch information tollows. 


Mr. Middleton’s anfwer is in point, and affords a very temperate, and I do believe a moft 
faithful report upon the queftiun. It is long, and worth the perufal of thofe who may with 
for more information upon the fubject. It no further concerns me.—I am unwilling to quit 
this fubject without adding, that the fons of Hafiz Rahmut Cawn were living at Lucknow 
when I was at that capital ; that they enjoyed a penfion from the prefent INabob, which afforded 
them a decent maintenance, with a promife of more after payment of the Nabob’s dcbt to 
the Company, under the engagements which he had contracted with me. “They were under no 
other,reftraint than a prohibition to re-vifit their own country, and were my daily vifitors; for 
which they no doubt had the exprefs permiffion of the Nabob, and that optionally given, for I 
never intimated the moft diftant wifh to fee them; and indeed they frequently attended him in 
the vifits which he himfelf made to me. 


Fyzoolla Cawn, the only furviving fon of Ally Mahmud, the founder of this little domi- 
nion, ftill remains in peaceable poffeflion of as much of his inheritance as he held before the 
war, which (by a fatality that might induce a mind, even but lightly tinctured with fuper- 
ftition, to infer the hand of Providence in fo juft a diftribution of its evenis) clofed with the 
death of Hafiz Rahmut, the ufurper of the rights of his patron and mafter, who had entrufted 
them to his guardianfhip, and with the deprivation of the children of his accomplices, as 
the punifhment allotted, according to their feveral degrees of guilt, to the perpetrators of fo 
complicated a treachery. 


My letter to Mr. Middleton, to which I have above alluded, I now intreat permiffion ‘te 
read. I was not aware of the ftrength of this evidence, when on a curfory infpeétion I 
marked it for reference. I atm pleated to find it, on a more attentive perufal of it, not only a 
ctear refutation of the charge, fo far as I myfelf am affected by it, but an example to fhew 
both the delicacy with which I treated the great allics of the Company, and the firmnefs with 
which- Í maintained che rights and honour of my own nation., 


Extraét of a- Letter from the Prefident to Mr. Nathaniel Middleton, dated 27th May, 1774. 


e Colonel Champion complains of the conduét of the Vizier, in fuffering, and even in 
< ordering his troops to ravage the country, and in his cruel treatment of the family of Hafiz 
<< Rahmut. This is a fubjc€t on which I cannot write to the Vizier; it might widen the 
<¢ breach. between him and the Commander in Chief, and poffibly influence the Nabob to fome 
*¢ private revenge on the unhappy remains of Hafiz Rahmuc’s fami'y I defire, therefore, thar 
< you -will take an immediate occalion to remonitrate to him a,ainit every act of cruelty or 
<< wanton violence: The country is his, and the people his fubj.éts; they claim by that 
ke relation his tendereft regard and unremitted protection. The family of Hafiz have never 
<< injured him, but have a claim to his protection, in default of that of which he has deprived 
<c them: Tell him that the Englifh manners are abhorrent of every fpecies of inhumanity and 
<< oppreffion, and enjoin the gentleit treatment of a vanquifhed enemy ; require and intreat his 
-<< obfervance of this principle towards the family of Hafiz; tell him my inflru&ions to you 
< genérally but urgently enforce the fame maxim; and that there is no part of his conduét 
-€¢ will operate fo powerfully in winning the affeétions of the Englifh, as inftances of bene- 
ac yvolence and feeling for others. If thefe arguments do not prevail, you may inform him 
"ec directly, that you have my orders to infift on a proper treatment of the family of Hafiz 
«c Rahmut, fince in our alliance with him the reputation of our national charaéter is involved 
«c in every act which fubjects his own to reproach ; that I fha}l publicly exculpate this govern- 
« ment from the imputation of affenting to-fuch a procedure, and I fhall referve it as an 
“< objection to any future engagements with him, when the rrefent fervice fhall have been 
< accomplifhed.” 


XVIlIth. That I difobeyed a Standing Order of the Court of Dire&ors, 1/7. ly not producing all 
my Correfpondence with Mr. Middleton, the Refident at Owde, and with Colonel Champion, the 
Commander in Chief of the Army employed in the Rohiila War, to the Secret Committee; and, 
adly, by refufing to produce the fame to tie “Majority of the Council. 


"This 
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This charge contains its own refutation inthe terms of it; for the Company’s orders ‘of the 
23d of Murch, 1770, which relate exprefsly to letters written in correfpondence with the 
Country Powers, have no relation to my correfpondence with Mr. Middleton and Colonel 
Champion: nor their initructions, dated the goth of March, 1774, either to that corref- 
pondence, orto any other which had pafied antecedent to the receipt of them. 


XIXth. Vhat I arrogated to myfelf dangerous Powers, by afferting that Mfr. Middleton, the Pub- 
lice Rerecnt at Owde, was my Official Agent, and that, being fuch, I was not obliged to tommu- 
micule bis Correfpondence. ; 


I do ns: knew whether to admit or deny this allegation ; for though I comprehend it in its 
direct cou? ruction, i cannot draw any inference from it which can {erve for the ground of an 
impeachm-: t, or even of cenfure. But it alludes to my Minute, dated the 26th October, 
1773, hb“ «5 of the Appendix of the 5th Report of the Secret Committee, every fyllable of 
which l -. s>w 3 and unlefs a new infticute of morality Mall be invented, for the purpofe of 
‘proving 1 an offender againft it, I deny that it contains a fentiment or expreffion which is not 
confittent with the moft rigid principles of obedience, integrity, faith, and honour. 


XXth. That the Court of -Direétors, and afterwards the General Court of Proprietors, did unani- 
moatfly condemn (along with my condud relative to the Rohilla Treaty and War) my rcfufal to com- 
muiricate my whale correfpondence with Mr. Middleton to the Counci!, yet that I have never yet 

-cormrsrunicaicithe whole of my correfvondence either to the Goverucr General and Council or to the Court 
of Directors. 


Neither my refpe& for the Court of -Dire@ors, nor my gratitude and ‘devoted attachment to 
the Court of Proprietors, fhall rcitrain me from faying, that the firft were partial Judges, and 
that the laft were incompetent, as wanting the means of information. “The latter part of this 
article is trù , namely, that I have never yet communicated the whole of my correfpondence 
e.ther to the i vernor General and Council, or to the Court of Directors: But it is equally 
true, that the ourt of Directors have never demanded it of me; and that I have uniformly 
oppofed the rig::t of the Council to exa& it, which fhould be firit eftablifhed before the refufal to 
them can be naue a crime. However, the whole of this charge I fhould prefume cannot 
properis « . se under the difcuffion of this Honourable -Houfe, forin the very terms of it it is 
ftated, thas :v conduét was enquired into both by the Dire€tors and Proprietors, my legal 
and ultimate ; «res, who both pafled their cenfure upon it; and in that ceníure { received my 
punifhment. 


Having now finifhed my examination of the charge in my reply to the material points 
which compote it, I fii proceed to recite the particulars of the tranfaétion to which they all 
bear a common relation, viz. the origin, defign, progrefs, conclufion, and effects of the Ro- 
hilla War: 


In Mav, «771, the King quitted Illahabad, and threw himfelf into the arms of the Mahrat- 
tas. Ina few months afrerwards he granted them funnuds, or charters, for the Provinces of 
Corah, Currah, and Illanabad, or the lands immediately fituated above the conflux of the 
rivers (Sanges and Jumma, which we had before given to him. In January, 1772, General 
Sir Rebert barker met the Nabob Sujah Dowlah, at Fyzabad, who propofed various plans 
to counreraét the ambitious defigns of the Mahrattas, who were then preparing to invade 
Rohilcund. The General, by his own authority, ordered a battalion of Sepoys for the de- 
fence of the lines at Cawnpoor, “Tne Governo: (Mr. Cartier) and the Select Committee, on 
tie sath of February, 1772, approved ot the General’s conduct, and authorifed him to enter 
-into negociations on the part of the Company in fupport of the Nabob’s views. 


“On the 28th of January, 1772, the General wrote to the Select Committee, that the Nabob 
wifhed to p:oreét the Ruhilias, and to treat with them, ** which could not be done, he faid, 
“© without the confent of the Enelifh;” for their letters ** were written to him in a ftyle as if he 
<< was one and th: fame <s the Englifh; and he doubted that, without fuch a concurrence, they 
« meant to do nothing with him alone.” 


The dangerous confequences portended from thefe alarming fymptoms are ftrongly defcribed 
in the following extract trom a letter of the General-to the Select Committee, dated the 25th of 
Fecbruary, 1772. 


ar « I fhould 
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cè I fhould imagine that if the Mahrattas fucceed in their attempts of croffing the river, and 
s make a rapid progrefs through the Rohilla country towards the V izier’s territories, as they have 
“already given out that they -intend cantoning at Lucknow, you will judge it neccflary to ad- 
“< vance a brigade nearer to his Excellency’s: dominions; for in this cafe the approach of the 
& Mahrattas will be very quick.” 


On the 28th of February the General wrote that the Mahrattas had made good their paflace of 
the river, and given a total defeat to the Rohillas pofted at the fords to oppofe them; that 
he-had therefore ordered the Brigade at ‘Dinapore to march immediarely towards the Vizier’s 
dominions, excufing his taking fuch a {tep without the authority of the Board, by ** the exigency 
$ of the fervice.” 


In this part of the sth report of the Secret Committee, from which I draw this recital, I mifs 
the reply which was written to Sir Robert Barker’s letter, but I recollcét that the Committee 
‘difapproved of the-march of the brigade, and countermended ir. 


-On the gth of April the General wrote that “the Mahrzttas had applied to the Nabob Sujah 
* Dowlah to be the mediator of their differences with the Rohillas, to which he was much in- 
é clined,” and ** was not to be diverted from this fcheme,” though the Geseral had itrenuoufly 
oppoled it, and preficd him ‘* rather to form an alliance with the Rohillas;” the Nabob infifting 
€ that he had no choice; for he-muft either join the Mahrattas in the total redu&ion of the Ro- 
«* hillas, or bring on a compromife between thofe powers; for the alternative was an attack 
€ on his dominions after the reduction of the Rohillas,”? unlefs (for fo the fenfe follows in the 
contruction) ** the Englifh forces would join to fupport him in the undertaking” preferably 
recommended by the General; and that ‘* he had therefore fent Captain Gabriel Harper:to 
“< Hafiz Rahmut, and would do his endeavours to procraftinate this treaty until he received the 
<<. Committee’s inftructions.”’ 


‘On ‘the 13th of April, 1772, I fucceeded to the office of “Prefident of “the Council of 
Fort William; and from that day only I date my fhare of refponfibility in the aéts of the govern- 
ment of Bengal. 


On the 30th of the fame month, the Sele&t Committee for the firft time entered into a confider-~ 
‘ation of the General’s repeated references; and the fentiments recorded bv them on that occafion 
moft decidedly mark their—may I be allowed to change the perfon, and fay ‘* my’’—{trenuous 
adherence to the cautious and defenfive fyftem enjoined by the Company. 


We approved the General’s ‘* endeavours to diffuade the Vizier from entering into any nego- 
ciations which might lead to an alliance with the Mahrattas; fince we might by this means 
t be precluded from taking fuch meafures-as the Company’s cxaét orders might render neceflary. 
< But we could not approve of a promife being made to him of the junction of our torces in the 
< profecation of an offenfive war; the more.efpecially, as the Court of Direftors, in their letters by 
“* the Lapwing, had promifed to furnifh us with clear and precife inflrudtions refpet ng our carrying on 
<< hoftilittes againft the Mdahrattas at a diflance from our own borders; which,” we added, ‘* might 
<* be foon expećted,” but which nevcr came. We expreffed fome unenfinefs at Captain Har- 
per’s deputation, and:defired that he might be recalled as foon as he conveniently could be, as 
we did not chufe to t$ appear as principals in thefe'negociations.”” In the mean time, the mca- 
fures purfued by Sir Robert Barker had taken their courfe ; and while I difavow any concern 
in them, I may add, that they proved fortunate in their event. Captain Harper returned on the 
‘21ft of May, after having prevailed on H..fiz Rahmut to agree to a perfonal meeting with the 
Vizier; the confequence of which was, that onthe 17th of June a treaty of alliance was con- 
cluded and reciprocally interchan..ed ‘between the-Rohilla Chiefs and the’ Nabob Sujah Dowlah; 
and a-feparate agreement on the part of the Rohi!l:s, to pay 40 lacks of rupees to the Nabob 
Vizier for the expulfinn of the Miuhrattas, ** whe her effected by peace. or war;” ten lacks to be 
paid on the immediate etfe&t of sis march, ** enablinz the families of the Rohillas to leave the 
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=< woods, aid return to their habitations;” the reft in three years. 


Both deeds were executed ‘in the prefence of General Sir Robert Barker, and his fignature 
affixed to both as a wirnefs-to them. * But the fame aét made him the Guarantee of both; and 
virtually, by his reprefentation, extended the fame obligation to the Company; for it has 
been fhewn, that he was the inftrument of the negociation, aad that the Rohillas themfelves 
had refufed to treat with the Nabob alone, that is, without the junction of the Englith name 
and faith with his. 


‘Thus it appears, that’ bya regular and natural gradation of events, the Government of Bengal 
found itfelf entangled in the firit movements of 4 war which it had fought to avoid, but which 
was 
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was in its principle and object defenfive; and though extending beyond the line of its prefcribed 
operations, had been recently marked out as an exception to it by the Court of Dire€&ors, in 
their general letter of the 28th of Augutft, 1771, which is that to which the Seleét Committee 
alluded in their inftructions to General Sir Robert Barker of the 30th of April; and that whe- 
ther the meafures which led to this crifis of affairs were right or wrong, or whether the events 
which produced it might or ought to have been diverted into another direétion, I myfelf have 
no concern in either queftion. The movements of the machine (if I may be allowed the figure) 
had received their firit impulfe from other hands, before the charge of it could be affirmed in 
any fenie to have devolved to mine, and were independent of me. In this ftate, progrefs, and 
direction, I received the fhare allotted to me in its management; and tothefe, even in the fub- 
fequent conduct of it, my judgment was neceffarily compelled to bend itfelf, whether I approved 
of the pait, or difapproved it. 


I entreat the permiffion of this Honourable Houfe to proceed in my narrative in the words oF 
my letter, written on the fame fubject, and for a fimilar purpofe, to the Court of Directors, 
on the 3d of December, 1774. Some claim I may be allowed to an indulgence of time for my 
reply to the other multiplied and voluminous charges exifting againft me; the laboured pro- 
duction of years requiring days for their refutation: I fhall hereby avoid the delays of reference 
and compilation, and can with-confidence offer this recital as genuine, fince it was written with 
the frefh impreffion of the facts and events which appertain to it; and with it I fhall clofe my 
defence againit the firft charge exhibited againft me. 


“EX TRACT of a Letter to the Court of Directors, dated 34 December, 177% 


In the beginning of the year 1772, the Mahrattas invaded the country of the Rohillas, which, 
after a {hort but ineffectual oppofition at Sukkertol, was left at large, expofed to their ravages. 
The Vizier, alarmed at their approach to the only part of his dominions which was eafily accef- 
fible by fuch an enemy, applied with fuch earneftnefs to Sir Robert Barker, who was at that | 
time with him, for the affiftance of an Englifh force, and the General thought the neceffity fo 
urgent, that of his own authority he fent orders to the firt brigade, which was ftationed at 
Dinapore, to march inftantly into the Province of Owde. The Board difapproving this irre- 
gular proceeding, refufed their confirmation of it, and the brigade having reached the length of 
Benares, remained there till the beginning of June, and then returned to its former ftation. The 
Vizier availing himfelf of this movement, offered his protection to the Rohillas, and entered 
into a general treaty of alliance with the Chiefs of that nation, and a feparate one with Hafiz 
Rahmut Cawn, their principal, who in their name, and with their authority, engaged to pay 
him 40 lacks of rupees for that fupport, whenever the Mahrattas evacuated the country: tranf- 
lations of both treaties are recorded at length in the confultation of the 23d July, 1772; and 
the original of the latter is in the actual pofieffion of the Secretary, atrefted by General Barker, 
who was prefent at the ratification of both. | 


On the approach of the rainy feafon the Mahrattas evacuated the country, and the Vizier de- 
manded the {tipulated recompence from the Rohillas, but they evaded the payment, 


In the latterend of 1772, the Mahrattas having extorted from the King a grant of the dif- 
tri€ts of Corah and Currah, which had been ceded to him by the Company for the exprefs pur- 
pofe of maintaining his dignity, were preparing to take pofl fion; and as this acquilicion would 
have made them matters of the whole tract of country lying between the rivers Ganges and Jummay 
and bordering upon the Province of Owde, the Vizier again applied for affiftance to repel fuch 
danzerous neighbours. 


The proceedings of the late Council, in their fecret department of the 1ft February, 1773, 
‘treat this fubjeét very largely, and fhew how much they confidered not only the fafety of u.e 
Vizier, but even of the Comipany’s poffeffions, to be endangered by this formidable encroach- 
ment of the Mahratta State. -It was ultimately conciuded, to comply with the requifition of the 
Vizier, by fending the firft brigade for the protection of his dominions againft any attempt which 
the Mahrattas might make on them; and alfo determined to prevent their defign on Corah, by 
taking prior pofleffion for the Company, who had certainly the beft title to it when the King 
could no longer keep it. It was not to be fuppofed that the Mahrattas would quietly fubmit to 
the lols of a territory, which they had ufed the moft perfidious means to obtain; and every pre- 
caution was therefore neceflary, to guard againft their efforts to recover it. 


The Company’s orders of 28th of, Auguft, 1771, apen allowed the neceffity of depar ng on 

fome occalions from the limited plan which they had for a long time paft enjoined; and 1 con- 

fequznce, tac Rohilla country, North of the Ganges, was included within tke line al anton 
prelcribe 
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g@rcfcribed to the General in his inftru&tions; becaufe if the Mahrattas, either by the defeat, or, 
which was as likely to happen, by the deflertion of the Rohwllas to their caufe, fhould gain a 
footing in that country, nothing could oppofe their cnt ring into the Pr vince of Owde, and 
laying it waite, in fpite of any attempt of our foices, united with the Viz‘er’s, to prevent 
them; the map which accompanies this will demonitrate this truth moire powerfuliy than any 
verbal argument. 


It was not to'be fuppofed, that the Mabhrattas, whofe ambition for fome years paft had 
a@fpired to univerfal conqueft, and who had extended their arms from the Centre of the 
Balaghaut to the Northern extremity of Indoftan, fhould fit down contented when they had 
added the Douab, Corah, and Allahabad to their dominions; on the contrary, there was 
every reafon to apprehend, and it was publicly reported in their own camp, that they 
would next carry their operations into the country of the Vizier, and even into the Company’s 
own poffefiions. 


On the grounds which I have defcribed, it was agreed to maint.in the Province of Corah 
againft the Mahrattas, and afterwards to extend our arms beyond the prefcribed line of 
the dominiens of our Ally into the Rohilla country, by a difcretional latitude allowed 
the General as above-mentioned, which he atcordingly made ufe of, by marching the 

rigade as far as Ramgaut; and we have the ftrongeft reafons to believe, that it was attrei.did 
With every immediate advantage which we had projeéted from fuch a meafure, as the 
Mahrattas lay during the whole campaign of 1773, in the neighbourhood of our army, but 
without daring either to crofs the river, or to approach the borders of Corah; and before the 
fetting-in of the rains of that year their domeftic troubles obliged them to re.vurn to their own 
praper dominions. 


Of the refolution to enter the Rohilla country for its defence againft the Mahrattass the Court 
of Directors were firft advifed inthe genera} letter by the of the 21% 
March, 1773, which arrived in England long before the departure of the tranfports. Ihe 
effectual protection then afforded the Rohillas, and the departure of the Mahr-itas having efta- 
blifhed beyond all conteft the right of the Vizier to the 4> lacks, which had been ftivulated for 
this important fervice, and which, by the terms of the engagement, were really due the pre- 
ceding year, on the retreat of the Mahrattas from their country, he demanded payment of 
Hafiz Rahmut Cawn, who refufed it. The Vizier alfo accufed him of having fecretly en- 
couraged the Mahrattas, and fent them a fupply of moneys and, if I miffake not, General 
Sir Robert Barker, in'tome of his letters, mentions the fame circunstance. The plea of juftice 
thus coinciding with the principles of found policy, which dictated to the Vizier the neceffity 
of fecuring himfeif againft the intrigues and perfidy of the Rohillas, wh» from their fituation 
were moft capable of hurting him in his contefls with more powcrful enemies, and from their 
natural weaknefs, and the jealoufy infepirable from it, wou'd ever fick for their fafety in 
fomenting or joining in attempts againft him, he formed the defixn of invading and reducing 
their country.: As his own ftrength was unequal to fuch an undertaking, he folicited the aid 
of this Government for effeting it, ard made an offer of 50 lacks of rupees to be paid on its 
_accomplifhment. As this propofal was urged in the warmett terms, both in perfon to Sir Ro- 
bert Barker, and in his letter to me, and-this had long been a favourite proj ct of the Vizier, 
tthe Board judged, with me, that it might afford a fair occafion to urge the improvement of 
‘our alliance, by obtaining his affent to a more equitable compenfation for the expence attending 
‘the aid which he occafionally received from our forces, and to free the Company from the em- 
‘barrafiment to which they might be fubjedtcd, by retaining the property and poffefiion of the 
‘remote diftri&s of Corah and Allahabad. -For-this purpofe, it was agreed that I fhould write the 
following letter to the Vizier, which I beg leave to quote at large, becaufe ic fixes the fource 
-of thofe engagements, which took place by a progrefive train ot meafures, and terminated in 
‘the Rohilla war; and will mark at leaft, that this was not the effect either of a precipitate and 
-unweighed refoiution, or a tame acquiefcence in the Vuizier’s fchemes of ambition. but the 
refult of long deliberation, originally devifed, and confiftently empl syed as an inftrument of pro- 
‘moting theintereit of the Company, of perpetuating the dependence of their Ally, and converting 
it-to a-channel of utility. 


Fort William, 22f of April, 1772. 


'ss I have received your Excellency’s letter, mentioning the particulars of your operations 
“6 againftthe Mahrattas. You promife to the General, that whenever the Mahrattas thould be 
*¢ driven out of the Rohilla country, and Hafiz Rabmut Cawn fnall fulfil his agreement of 
és 40 lacks of rupees, you will give half that fum to the Company; and that, fhould the Ro- 
“c hilla Chiefs be guilty of a breach of their agreement, and we will thoroughly exterminate 
* them, and fettle your Excellency in the country, you will in that cate pay the Company 


ity 
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fifty lacks of rupees, in ready money, and exempt them from the King’s tribute. Upon 
the fame fubject the General has written to me fully. Every circumftance which you have 
written to me I confider as a proof of the cordial attachment which fubfifts between us, and 
of the confidence and reliance which you place in the friendfhip of the Englifh Company; but 
the points which you have propofed require much confideration, and the previous tat heaton 
of a formal agreement, before I can aflent to them; otherwife I might incur the difpleafure 


of my employers. 


< Itis true that I have long thought that the union of the Rohilla country with yours, either 
by fure and permanent obligation of friendfhip, or by reducing it to obedience, if they fhould 
render fuch an attempt juftifiable by any aét of enmity or treachery, would be an advifeable 
point for you to attain; becaufe by that means the defenfive line of your dominions would 
be completed, by including within it all the land lying on that fide of the river Ganges, and 
you would be inno danger from an attack on that quarter, whenever the Mahrattas fhould 
commit difturbances in another. But it appears to me that this is an objeét not to be at- 
tained by an occafional view of that country ; and its diftance from the Provinces of Bengal 
will not admit of the continuance of the Englifh forces longer than the period which remains 
of dry weather. l 


< ‘You will pleafe to remember they were fent for your affiftance, and to defend the Province 
of Corah againft tke Mahrattas. ‘“Chus far only am I authorized, by the commands of my 
fuperiors, to employ them beyond the limits of their own poffeffions ; and even this is the 
caufe cf an heavy lofs and rifk to their affairs, efpecially in the expences of their troops and 
{tores, and in the abfence of fo great a part of their force, which was originally deftined 
for the fole defence of the countries dependant on Bengal. 


<< ‘You have frequently repeated in your letters the remarks, that to wait till the enemy was 
at your door, and then to write for the affiftance of our forces, would anfwer no good pur- 
pofe; but that every year the fame caufe would require their return to the fame fervice, and 
pafs without effecting any purpofe of real advantage. My friend, all this is true; but it 
proceeds from the want of proper meafures having been previoufly taken, and from the 
imperfect footing on which affairs between us have been eftablifhed. The concern which 
the Company take in your fafety, and the duties of friendfhip which their commands and 
our own inclinations equally enjoin us to obferve inviolably to our allies, and efpecially to 
one fo clofely united by an approved attachment to them, would not fuffer us to withhold 
our aid when your affairs require it; but it has always been with reluctance that we have 
fuffered the army to pals the frontiers of our own country, becaufe the lofs and inconveni- 
ence attending “it was certain; and although, joined with your forces, there is no caufe to 
fear the moft powerful efforts of our enemies, yet the events of war are at the difpofal of 
the Almighty ; and the only fruits which the moft fplendid fucceffes can afford us are, the 
reputation of having maintained the faith of our alliance, in oppofition to every incentive 
of felf-interef{t and felf-defence. Thus circumftanced, we are precluded from deriving any 
benefit from your fupport; and ours can only afford you a relief from prefent danger, 
without any provifion of future fecurity. For thefe reafons, I have often withed for a per- 
fonal interview with you, for the purpofe of removing difficulties, and perpetuating the 
alliance with your Excellency, on terms more fuitable to our mutual interefts. Your 
Execilency aifo hath repeatedly exprefied the fame inclination :-I therefore write, that if your 
affairs wili at this feafon admit of your giving me a meeting, I will haften to obtain it as 
{von as lam abie, after the receipt of your letter in reply to this; if otherwife, I muft wait 
for it at fome more diftant period, as the affairs of this Government will indifpenfab! 
require my prefence at this place after tiiree or four months, and it is uncertain when I fhalt 
again have an interval of Ieifure for fuch a journey. In the mean time, your Excellency 
and the General are at a great diftance from the Province of Corah, and the affairs of that 
Province require the prefence of a perfon on the bebalf of the Company, to regulate and 
take charge of it, until it fhall be hereafter detert:ined in what manner it fhall be finaily 
cifpofed of. I have judged it advifeable to depute Mr. James Lawrell, a gentleman of the 
Council of Calcutta, on this fervice, and he w.il fet out accordingly in a few days, which I 
hope yeu will approve.” 


The allurement thus hcid out to the Vizier fucceeded. He propofed, in reply, a meeting 


wiih ma at Benares, which took place accordingly. I found him ftill equally bent on the 


deiign of reducing the Rolillas, which I encouraged, as I had before done, by dwelling on the 


acvesstages which he would derive from its fuccefs; but objeéting with great force the orders 
or the Company, reftricting us trom fuch remote fchemes of conqueft; to which I therefore 
could not aflent, without {fuch conditions obtained in return for it as might obviate their dif- 
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pleafure, and win their fanction to fo hazardous and unauthorized a meafure. I fear not to 
quote thefe expreffions, addrefling myfelf to fair and unbiafled judges, who will not infer my 
real fentiments from the ftyle and arguments of a political negociation. 


_Itold him that the Company had drawn themfe!ves into great diftrefs by the enormous load 
of their military expences, one entire brigade being kept up for the fole purpofe of maintaining 
a connexion with him, fince it was ufelefs and unnecefflary to the proicction of our own Pro- 
vinces. That if he wifhed therefore to avail himfelf of our aid, either in preventing, or even 
in repelling the defigns of his enemies, he muft firft agree to bear a more equal fhare of the 
burden of this expence, by paying the whole charge of the forces lent him for this fervice, 
while they were fo employed: to this, after much contention, he afiented; and the fum of 
210,000 rupees, which the General computed to be the amount of the expence, was fixed as 
the monthly fubfidy to be paid for the brigade, whenever it fhould pais the borders of the 
Province of Bahar, on his requifition. Having obtained this point, which I confidered in the 
light of a perpetual military fund, I eafily yielded my affent to the Rohilla plan, on the ftipu- 
lation of -40 lacks for its accomplifhment: 10 lacks being deducted from his firft offer, on ac- 
count of the difference which had taken place in the fubfidy. 


‘This agreement was no fooner made than he fuddenly repented, defired to decline the war 
with the Rohillas till a more tavourable conjunéture, when he fhould be lefs embrrruflced by 
other engagements ; agreeing, however, to the monthly fubfidy, whenever his future occa- 
fions fhould oblige him to require the aid of our forces. Thus the Rohilla plan. remained 
rather fufpended than wholly abandoned, although it was left optional in our Government to 
reject or affent to it on a future occafion., Mefirs. Lawrell amd Vanfittart, who wcre with me 
at the time, and to whom I made a daily communication, in writing, of the fubftance of every 
converfation which pafied between the Vizier and myfelf, will vouch tor the literal truth of 
this narrative, as correfponding with what I then repeated to them ; and I believe it will appear 
from it, that although I had not engaged the Government, by any exprefs obligation, to com- 
ply with. any future application of the Vizier to fupport his pretenfion on the Kohillas, yet, 
as the moft effential article of the treaty had oripinaicd from this defign, and had been yielded 
to in confideration of my agreement to engage in it, it would have been diflionourable to 
decline the undertaking, when. propofed under circumftances as favourable to its fuccefs, and 
the general interefts of the Company, as they were when I firft offered to engage in it. Soon 
after my return to Calcutta, the Vizier renewed the propofal for invading the Rohillas; and 
repeated his defire of engaging in it on the cenditions before agreed upon. A variety of arguments 
concurred to favour it at this particular time, none to oppofe it. The Mahrattas were fo much 
occupied by their own difflentions, that they could not even defend their pofl-ffions in the Douab, 
much lefs were they likely to interrupt our operations againft the Rohillas: the King had no 
means of interference but by his General, Nudjiff Cawn, for whofe attachment we had 
ftronger fecurity in his intercft, and in his fear of his rival, Abdul Ahed Cawn, than his 
matter had. in his allegiance. T he Rohillas were too weak to refilt fo powerful an attack ; and 
as their country was open and undefended, either by defiles, woods, or fortreffes, and in its 


greateft extent did not exceed 200 miles; its entire: fubjeGtion did not require any length of 
time, 


To thefe inducements, which apply only to the fuccefs of the undertaking, other motives, 


egue powerful, engaged our attention to it, as a meafure neceflary to the intereft and fafety 
of the Company. | 


All our advices, both public and private, reprefented the diftreffes of the Company at home 
as extreme. 


‘The letters from the Court of Dire&tors called upon us moft loudly for ample remittances, 
and a reduction of our military expences. At the fame time, fuch -was the ftate of afFeirs 
in this Government, that for many years paít the income of tne vea: was found inadequate to 
its expence.; to defray which, a heavy bond debt, amounting at one time to an hundred and 
twenty-five lacks of rupees, had accumulated. The Board had heftowed much labour and 
time in the retrenchment of their expences, but much remained yet to be d me; and the 
regulations which they had already formed, required time to preduce any vifible effett. 


By allowing the: Vizier the:military aid which he required, a faving of near one third of our 
military expences would be effected during the period of fuch `a lervice ; the ftipulation of forty 
lacks would afford an aimple fupply to our treafury, and to the currency of the country; the 
Vizier would be freed from a troublefome neighbourhood, and his dominions would be made 
more defenfible, while his alliance with the Company. fubfitted, by being completely fhut in 


-betwecn 
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between the river Ganges and the mountains ; and his 
encreafed by that extenfion of his poffeffions, 
his ancient pofleffions, without our {upport. 


dependence on the Company would be 
as he himfelf was incapable of defending even 


For a more ample dicufñon of thefe arguments, I beg leave to refer to the Confultation in 


the Secret Department of the 26th of November, 1773; in which it was concluded, after a 
long debate, to confent to the Vizier’s requifition. As a precaution againft any effects Which 
were to be apprehended from the V izier’s irrefolution, the conditions originally accepted for this 
engagement were dictated to him in the form of a letter to be written by him, in whicha 


claufe was inferted, that whether the country was conquered, or a peace concluded between 


ee and the enemy, the ftipulation for the payment of forty lacks fhould become equally 
uc. 


Of this engagement I fhall fpeak more hereafter. 


On the 24°h of February, 1774, the fecond brigade arrived within the teritory of the Vi- 
zier.—On the r7th April, the united forces entered the borders of the Rohilla dominions ; and, 
on the 231 of the fame month, engaged and defeated the Rohillas, with the death of their 


leader, Hofiz Rahmut Cawn. From that period the conqueit of that country may be dated, 
no matcrial oppofition having been fince made. 


On the 6th of October, the war was finally concluded by the treaty with Fyzoola Cawn. 
Fifteen lacks of rupees, which he engaged to pay the Vizier in ready money, were to be im- 
mediately appropriated to the payment of part of the ftipulation of forty lacks due from the 
Vivicr to the Company; and we are informed, that the Vizier has returned with expedition 

to Fyzabad, for the exprefs purpofe of difcharging the remainder. 


‘The fubfidy had been punétually paid to the end of September, by the laft advices received 
on that fubject from Colonel Champion, dated 24th Odto-er. 


I now proceed «9 anfwer the objections which have been urged againft the propriety of this 
undertaking. Thefe may be reduced to the following heads: 


ift. ‘Ihat it was contrary to the exprefs, peremptory, and repeated orders of the Company. _ 
2d. That it was contrary to the repeated declarations and promifes of the Board. 


3d. ‘That it was unjuf. 


4th. That it expofed the Company to the hazard of an indefinite or endlefs war. 


sth. That it might have involved the Company in a war with the Mahrattas, and may 
{till draw on us their future refentment. 


6th. That by the removal of a third part of the whole military eftablifhment to fo great 
a diftance, our own Provinces were expofed to danger. l 


eth. That by aggrandizing the Vizier, it might render him a dangerous neighbour, and 
deprive the Company of the benefits of his alliance. 


Sth. That it was refolved on precipitately without a formal treaty, the conditions of it 


appcaring only in a letter from the Vizier, where they are loofely expreffed, and liable to 
evafion. 


goth. That the condition which the Vizier expreffes, that the brigade fhould never depart 
without his permiffion, was an inftance of arrogance in him, and of an unbecoming fubmiffion 
in the lateadminiftration, and might prove the caufe of their being detained for ever. 


In the above articles I have not confined myfelf to the public records, but have endeavoured 
to collcét the fubftance of a!l I have feen or heard upon this fide of the argument, and have 
chofen to clothe it in my own language; that which I have found prepared for me not being 
in every inftance fuch as I allow myfelf to ufe, even in retaliation of perfonal injury, much 
lcfs in application to meafures which immediately regard myfelf. 


I fhall 
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Firft. I have read over with great attention all the letters which have been received from 
he Honourable Court of Dire€tors fince the year 1769, aud long ago abftracted all the para- 
graphs written within that period upon the fubje& of the Company’s political concerns, thofe 
= been given me for my fpecial guidance in my negociations with the Vizicr the laft year 
at Benares. 


I find nothing contained in any of thefe which exprefsly applies to the cafe in queftion. 
l meet with injunctions to avoid new connections. 


-€¢ To endeavour to keep peace in Bengal, and with the neighbouring powers, and to confine 
e our views to the fecurity and tranquillity of Bengal; not to acquire further pofleffions, but 
<¢ to advert to the good management ef thofe which we have; to incline to thofe few Chiefs 
‘© of Indoftan, who are in a condition to ftruzgle with the Mahrattas; to defend the King’s 
‘© perfon, and the diftri€ts of Corah and Allahabad, which is mentioned as an exception to 
«c their limited plan; to make known to the powers of India, that it is by no means the 
‘© ‘intention of the.Company to encroach upon their neighbours, or to acquire an extenfion 
<< of dominion by conqueft: That they regard with a jealous eye the encreafing power of the 
«< Makrattas ; and that it would be bad policy to take part in any operations, which might 
«c weaken the few remaining Chiefs, who are in a condition to cppofe their encroachments.”’ 


But the following extracts -are fo pointedly appofite to the fubjeét, that I fhall take the 
liberty to.quote them at large. 


€c It is with the moft ferious concern we learn from your late advices, that the incurfions of 
<¢ the Mahrattas had fpread fuch a terror and defpondence into the minds of thofe powers 
«© which were the remoter ‘barrier of our poficffions, that the irrefolution and timidity of the 
<* moft potent of them have given rife to fuch tuccefl¢s, as have encouraged the Mahrattas to 
<< invade the dominions of the King, and lay claim to part of the territory of Sujah ul 
<. Dowlah. 


<< But the condu& of the Rohbillas and Jauts is rather a matter of concern than furprize to 
'€€ us, as the King and Sujah ul Dowlahb neglected that occafion to unite with thofe powers 
<‘, effeftually to repel the common difturbers of the empire, and confine them within the limits 
< of their former pofieffions. 


< To whatever caufes this general timidity or fupinenefs may have been owing, we find 
*€€ ourfelves equally affected, and the tranquillity of the Provinces endangered thereby ; but as 
<< the projects of the King, or the conduét of tue Vizier, are at prefent too myiterious for us 
"€€ to decide on the-motives of their imactivity, and as we kuow not what alliances may be 
~€* formed to juftify us in carrying our arms beyond the bounds of their dominions, we are 
'&t prevented from propdfing any precife plan for your guidance in this refpe& ; but fhould your 
€s fubfequent advices enable us to form a more certain judgment or the expediency of dep irung 
s from the plan we have laid down, we fhall communicate to you, by fome early convcyance, 
«c how .far we may be difpofed to carry our arms beyond the bounds of the. Provinces, or the 
€c territories of our allies, and become the parties in an offeaiive war. | 


«c In the mean time, we truft your fole obje&s will be the fecurity of our poffeffions, and 
-€c thofe of the powers with whom we are conncéted both by treaty and intereft ; and as this 
“* appears io have been the guide of your conduct upon the Mahvattas invading the Province of 
"<&c Corah, we with pleafure approve the meafures you have taken for def: nding the dominions 
<< of the King and Vizier from their inroads and depredations ; more «{pecially, as thefe 
& meafures are not only juftified by neceffity, but are within the line which we have pref{cribed 
'&c for your conduct in fuch a conjuncture.”’ 


<¢ The line of neutrality is ftill recommended, but the Board are authorized to depart from 
‘s it whenever the interefts of the Company fhall be endangered, or materiaily require it.” 


The dire€&tions promifed us in the letter of the 28th of Auguft, 1771, have never yet been, 
Jent us, nor have we fince received any further lights to guide us on this important fubject, 


ng oe I prefume to place to the account of the troubles which have embarraflid the Company 
at home. 


From 
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From the above quotations, and the confiftency which ftrongly marks all the orders on this 
fubj-t, l apprehend it will clearly appear, that the principle primarily infifted upon by the 
Honourable Court of Directors, refpeCting their political and military operations, was to avoid 

ne extention of territory, and this we have never attempted. 


The prohibition of military expeditions, undertaken beyond the prefcribed bounds of their 
own Provinces, and thofe of their allies, on prudential and cautionary motives, or other 


caufes, independent of territorial acquifitions, is only to be inferred from the tenor and tendency 
of their reaionings on the former fubjec. 


‘It is evident, that it was not from inattention that their orders never expreffied a prohibition 
of this kind, but that they rather avoided it from a conviction that it might be fometimes 
‘meceflary, and becaufe it would have been difficult to mark the limitations of it. 


This conclufion I draw, not only from the two laft paragraphs of their orders, which I have 
quoted at length, and which were dictated by the experience of paft advices, and a more inti- 
mate confideration of the Hi pen but even from their orders fo far back as the goth of June, 
1769 ; in which, having declared againft an extenfion of poffeffions, in the firft paragraph, 
they add in the third their ** opinion, that the moít prudent ftep they could purfue, and the 
& moft likely to be attended with a permanent fecurity to the Provinces, would be to incline 


** to thofe Chiefs of Indoftan who yet preferve an: independence of the Mahratta power, and 
*¢ are in a condition to itrugg¢le with them.” 


But in the two laft of the above quotations there is no occafion of logical furmifes to dif- 
cover the intentions of the Honourable Court of Dire€tors ; they tell us plainly, that it i* 
their wifh ** to confine their views to the fecurity of their own poffeffions, and thofe of their 
& allies; but that they forefee the neceffity, in certain cafes, of carrying their arms beyond 
< thofe bounds, and of becoming parties in an offenfive war;” and they promife us an early 
communication of their inftruétions with regard to the lengths to which they will allow this — 
doctrine to be extended. In their letter tothe-Prefidency of Fort St. George, they authorize ` 
them, in exprefs terms, ‘* to obferve no longer the neutrality fo heartily wifhed for by them, 
4< in cafe they fhould judge it neceflary for their interefts to depart from it.” And it is not 
to be fuppofed that the Court of Directors would recommend one line of conduét for their 
Government of Fort St. George, and an oppofite one for Bengal; much lefs that they would 
admit of fuch a deviation from their former pacific plan on merely political motives, attended 
with an heavy expence, and yet prohibit it under circumftances which, in addition to the fame 
motives, have every confideration of economy to recommend it, with the profpeé& of an in- 
creafe to their finances, at a time when their diftrefles, both at home and abroad, fo urgently 


required fuch an increafe, and their moft peremptory commands (as I have already obferved} 
‘rendered it the firt objeét of our attention. 


I prefume to 2firm, both for myfelf and the other Members of the late Council, that no 
period in the Company’s annals has been more evidently characterized by an exact fubmiffion 
to their commands, than that in which I have had the honour to prefide in the adminiftration ; 
and for thetruth of this I dare appeal to the Honourable Court of Directors. But in cafes to 
which their commans do not {pecially apply, to adopt fuch meafures as at the fame time ap- 
prozch neareft to the fpirit of their General Inftructions, and tend moft to the advancement of 
their interefts, is the faireft teft both of our obedience and fidelity. 


We might have fuffered the Mahrattas, under cover of the King’s grant, to take pofleffion 
of Corah and Allahabad, to have allied themfelves to the Rohillas, or eftablifhed themfelves in 
that territory, and Jain with their armies unmolefted on the borders of the open country of our 
ally, the Vizier, tili they had completed every preparation for invading it. Such a forbearance 
might perhaps have been vindicated by the plea, that the Company had promifed, at the diftance 
of two years preceding it, to furnifh us with their inftructions for a differept condu@t; and 
that, wanting thofe initructions, we took for our rule their lateft orders on the fubje&t, which 
enjoined us to confine our views to the bare fecurity of our own pofleffions, and thofe of our 
allies. This might have been a fure way to guard our chara¢ters againft legal imputation, 
although in fact it would have been inconfiftent with the fecurity required. But it is not by 
fuch cold and prudential cautions that the Britifh name has acquired fuch a luftre in India, nor’ 
that the Brit.fh empire in Bengal is likely to be perpetuated; neither is this the conduét which 
the Company demands of us; their orders are informed by a more liberal fpirit, and allow, in 
fuch cafes as are not reducible to fixt and invariable pofitions, a difcretional latitude for the 
‘zeal of their fervants tu exert itfelf for their fecurity. I cannot better illuftrate this, than by 
the following Extraé& of their Genera] Letter, dated the 30th of June, 1769, paragraph 5. 

: «“ We 
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t¢"Wre efteem ourfelves bound by treaty to protect the King’s perfon, and to fecure 
'« him the poffeffion of the Corah and Allahabad dittricts. W hen we wrote, the 
€ grth of November, 1768, we apprehended the confequences of keeping the 
€¢ brigade at Allahabad .would be creating in ‘Sujah Dowlah a jealoufy that would 
« involve us in frefh troubles, having at that time no caufe to efteem him an cnemy; but, 
«< imprefled as you were with an opinion of his hoftile intentions and growing ftrenzth, at the 
<< time of the difpatch of the Valentine, we fhall not blame your caution for defct.ing the 
<< execution of our orders for its removal; nor fhall we at this time attempt to give pofitive 
< dircctions for your conduét, which in fuch critical cafes ought feldom to be done, and in 
'«c which the fituation of affairs may be varied by unforetevn events, at the very moment we 
c are writing : but having given you, with-as much precifron zs poffibie, a gencral view of the 
«c fyftem by which we wilh to have our affairs regulated, we muft leave it to you to improve, 
& tothe utmoft of your power, every opportunity of drawing towards that point; and when- 
€c ever you think yourfelves obliged, for our fecurity, upon emergent occafious, to adopt mea- 
<< fures of a contrary tendency, you are to give us very full reatons for fuch a deviation, and 
< endeavour to return to the path we have marked out- as foon as circumftances will admit.” 


2d. The fecond objection is partly true. The Board have repeatedly declarcd, in their 
General Letters to the Court of Directors, their intentions to adhere tothe detentfive plan 
recommended to them, and to confine their military operations within the limits of the Viz. er’s 
“territories, and fuch were their determinations when thofe letters weie written; but, at thsi 
times, they had not fully experienced the inconveniencies which attended our engagement ich 
the Vizier in the profecuti in of that fyftem, nor had the remedy occurred which fince pretenred 
itfelf, in the conditions offered for profecuting the Rohilla enterprize, and which has been fuc- 
cefsfully applied. Qur tieaty of alliance obliged us to fupport the Vizier, when his poflefions 
‘were threatened with invafion, at an heavy increafed military expence, and the exportation of 
-our currency with our.troops. For three fucceflive years thefe inconvenienciecs had recurred, 
-and it was impeffible to fay how often they might recur. At laft an occafion took place, when, 
by a flight deviation from the defenfive plan, our alliance with the Vizier might be converted 
anto folid advantages ; the employment of our troops made to fave near a third part of our 
military expences, and the fuccefs of their operations, to bring a large fow of currency, not 
only into the Company’s territories, but into their treafury; in cffeét, the very fame reafons 
which-before urged us to fhun every military expedition, namcly, the expence attending it, and 
the exportation of our currency, now operated in the contrary direction, and recommended the 
employment.of our.army for the purpefes of reducing our expences, and adding to our 
currency. 


“The preceding argument refpects only the general fubje&t of foreign expeditions. It has 
been urged alfo, as an argument againft tbe part:culur cafe in queftion, that the Board, when 
they adopted the meafure of the Rohilla war, were themielves convinced of the impropriety of 
it, from the declaration made by them repeatedly, in their letters to the Court øf Direétors, of 
aheir wifh and hope that it might not take place. 


Upon this I beg leave to offer the following reflections : 


A confiftency of :meafures is difficult to be preferved ameng a body of men, becaufe an acci- 
dental majority may occafionally decide for contrary refolutions ; yet fuch a cafe has never hap- 
pened, at our Board. A contittency of opinions is:not-to be expcéted: The propofition for 
the Rohilla war, after having paffed the Seleé&t Committee, was debated for three fucceffive days 
in Council, in whch the Board met, as I recolle&, both morning and evening to difcufs it; 
no two Members agreed exactly in opinion, and it was dificult to reconcile them 3; at laft they 
came to a final agreement, to leave it to me to accommodate my own as nearly as I could to 
‘the collective fenfe of the whole; which -was done with much management, and the propo- 
{ition was agreed to in: the manner in which. it ftands in confultation, 26th Novemiber, 1773 


My fentiments were the fame invariably from the beginning, as will be feen from my report 
to the Board of my proceedings at Benares, and my Minute entered in the confultation above 
referred to. -Private letters are not commonly admiffible as authorities; but on this occaficn-I 
cannot produce a ftronger, both of my own-fixed opinion from the fi: {t movement of this pro- 

ofition, and of the apprehenfion- which influ: nced- the Board, and, I confefs mytelf alfo againft 
it, than- in the following extract of a letter which 1 wrote toa gentieman in the Direétion by 
the firft difpatch after my return from Den.ics :—** | was glad to be freed from the Rohilla 
4 expedition,- becaufe. I was doubtful of the judgment which would have been pafled upon it 
** at home, where 1 fee too much {ftrefs laid upon general maxims, and too little attention 
‘€ given to the circumftances which require an exception to be made from them. Befides this, 
*€ an-opinion ftill; prevails of the Viziei’s great power, and his treacherous defizns againft us; 
sand I cannot expect that my word fhould be taken as a.proof of thejr non-exiftence = pe 
: boc 
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cc the other hand, theabfence of the Mahrattas, and the weak ftate of the Rohillas, promifed 
< an vafy conguet of them; and I own, that fuch was my idea of the Company’s diftrefs ac 


« home, added to my knowledge of their wants abroad, that | fhould have been glad of any 
“¢ occalion to employ thcir forces, which faves fo much of their pay and expences.” 


When the meafure was determined upon, and we had come to a general agreement, I was 
avcı le to intioduce any new fubjeét of debate, and therefore eafily acquieiced in the expreffion 
of a with entertained by the Board, which might be conftrued as inconfiftent with the refo- 
lution we had taken. My fentiments of the propriety of the expedition had undergone no 
change; but [ will not deny, that I felt myfelf influenced by the fame fears which operated in 
the other \lembers of the Council, that the propriety of the meafure might not be feen in the 
izme light by our conftituents; which we knew, from the temper of the times, might not 
only draw upon us their fevere re{zntment, but aggravate the load of popular odium which has 
of late fallen on their fervants; and, if I miftake not, thefe reafons are affigned in exprefs 
terms upon our proceedings. i 


3d. The engagements between the ‘Vizier and the Rohillas, which have been already quoted, 
fufticiently evince the juftice of the attack upon them. ‘They agreed to make him an acknow- 
ledgment of forty lacks of rupees upon certain conditions—he performed thofe conditions ; and 
they refufed payment of the money they had promifed. 


4th. No political tranfaGtion can be mathematically demonftrated to be totally free from 
danger. The probable advantages muft be weighed againft the prcbable difadvantages: When 
the prefent meafure was undertaken, there was every reafon to expsét that it would be {peedily 
brought to an happy conclufion; and the event has proved that our expectations were well 
grounded, 


5th. The Mahrattas did not poffefs, nor had any claim upon any part of the Rohilla coun- 
try on the North of the Ganges, when we undertook to afit the Vizier in the conqueft of it. 
They might with much more reafon have attacked us for oppofing them in their defigns on 
the Corah diftricts, oF which they had obtained a grant from the King; butin faét, a timid 
conduct would have been more likely to involve us in a war with them, than either of 
‘thefe meafures. 


Had they been allowed to fubdue the Corah diftri&t and the country of the Rohillas, the 
Vizier’s territory would have been open to their incurfions ; their numerous horfe might have 
plundered it, in fpite of the efforts of our infantry, and their continued ravages might have 
ob:iged him to come to an accommodation with them, as was once apprehended, on terms 
which wouid have afforded them an eafy entrance into our own provinces. In fhort, we are 
much better fecured-againft their attacks than we otherwife fhould have been; and the better 
‘we are fecured, the leis will they be difpofed to attack us. 


6th. In reply to this objection, I will in the firft place affirm, that, merely for the defence 
‘of our own provinces, two brigades upon the prefent eftablifhment are fufficient; a third is 
neceflary to add to our influence amongft the powers of Indoftan, to fupport our alliance with 
the Vizier, and to anfwer other exigencies which may happen at a more remote period of time. 
‘Upon the late occafion, when the Rohilla expedition was undertaken, our apprehenfiuns of 
an invafion from the French had entirely ceafed; the diflentions among the Mabhrattas fully 
employed them at home, and are mentioned among the fecondary inducements in favour of the 
undertaking; there was no other enemy from whom we could have the leaft apprehenfion of 
danger. Such was the occafion to be embraced for effe&ting our purpofe, by a temporary em- 
ployment of a third part of our forces; and under fuch circumftances, (even without reckon- 
ing upon the acquifition which was the immediate object of the enterprize, to reduce the Com- 
pany’s military expences, by employing that proportion of their troops which was fupe:fluous 
forthe purpofe of their own defence) was a great ard manifeft advantage; but when the ftipu- 
lated acquifition of forty lacks, and the political advantages refulting from the meafure, are 
fupcradded, the vifionary idea of danger, which did not exift even in imagination at the time 
the expedition was undertaken, can have no weight as an objection; efpecially as, from our own 
knowledge of the open and detencelefs {tate of the Rohilla country, we were morally certain 
tiat the undertaking would foon be brought to an ifue. By our ancient treaty with tne Vizier, 
we are bound to aflilt him with our forces within his paternal dominions; and the diftance be- 
tween their bordcrs and the remoceft part to which our treops have marched is only 200 miles. 
I will only add, tnat folong as no immediate danger threatens our own provinces, it is my earneft 
wilh that one of our three brigades might conftantly be employed with the Vizier, as well to 
fave {o large a proportion of expence to the Company, as to prevent the ill confeqnences of total 
inactivity to our army. 

7th. The 
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yth. The addition of territory acquired by the Vizier, inftead of raifing him to be adangerous 
neighbour, ferves to render him more dependent upon us than before; as he has more occalion 
for our affiftance to enable him to m.intain it, and to fupport him againft the claims of other 
powers, If his increafe of wealth be an objeét of jealoufy, let it be confidered how largely 
the Company fhare in it. From September, 1773, toSeptember, 1775, the fums we have to 
receive from him, by our late engagements, amount to 13> lacks of rupees. 


8th. I have already remarked, that the firft propofition for the Rohilla war was made by the 
Vizier, in a letter which I received from him in June, 1773; that it was employed afterwards 
in the negociations at Benares, as an inftrument for winning his confent to the payment of the 
full expences of the troops employed in his fervice; and that it was not finally refolved on till 
the 26th November, after the molt ample difcuffion in the Seleé&t Committee and in the Coun- 
cil; it was nor therefore precipitately refolved on. It is true, that no formal treaty was executed 
for the conditions on which we were to affift the Vizier ; nor did the occafion, which was only 
temporary, require it. The multiplication of treaties weakens their efficacy, and therefore 
they fhould be referved only for very important and permanent obligations. The form which 
was dictated to the Vizier for the Ictter which was to defcribc the conditions of this engage- 
ment, itis true, is not of itfelf fufficiently clear; but it is explained by my letter which ac- 
companied it, and the reference therein made to the conditions which had been formerly pro- 
pofed at Benares, as they ítood in the three firft articles of the draft which had been prepared 
for the treaty before the Rohilla expedition was fufpended. For the fuller elucidation of the 
fubject, thefe articles are here fubjoined. The two firft had been agreed to by the Vizier; to 
the third he objeéted, wifhing rather to engage for the payment of the whole fum at once, when 
the conqueft was compleated. It is fortunate that the latter mode was adopted ; the completion 
‘of the conqueft having been actually effected, and the ftipulation, although objected to by the 
Vizier when firft demanded, after the defeat of the Rohillas, having fince been acknowledged 
‘by him to be due. 


The three firft Articles of the firj draft of the Treaty. 


Ift. <«* Whereas the Rohilla Chiefs, in the month of June, 1772, entered into a treaty with 
=< the Vizier, in the prefence and with the concurrence of General Sir Robert Barker, b 
st which they engaged to pay him 40 lacks of rupees for his affiftance againft the Mahrattas, 
*& and which treaty they have treacheroufly broken ; it is therefore aureed, that a brigade of the 
< Company’s forces fhall join the Vizier, and affift to punifh them, and that he fhall pay the 
< whole of it’s ‘expence. By a brigade, is meant two battalions of Europeans, one company 
<< of artillery, and fix battalions of Sepoys ; and the expence is fettled at Sonaut rupees 2,10,000 
‘¢ per month. The Company’s troops fhall not crofs the Ganges, nor march beyond the foot 
“<< of the hills. “Ihe Vizier fhall retain as his own that part of the Rohilla country which lies 
‘© on the North Eatt fide of the Ganges ; but, in contideration of the Company’s relinquifhing 
<< all claim to dhare in the faid country, although it is to be conquered by their joint forces, the 
<e Vizier engages to make them an acknowledgment of 49 lacks of rupees, and in future to 
« defray the whole expence of the Company’s troops, agreeable to the date above-mentioned, 
€ whenever he has occafion for their affiftance, notwithitandiny it is {tipulated in the fecond 
€c article of the treaty of Allahabad, concluded by the Vizier and the Company on the 16th of 
<. Auguft, 1765, that he fhall pay only their extraordinary charges. 


2. * The Vizier may retain the brigade aforefaid on the above-mentioned te 
<c he fhall require it, unlefs it- fhall be neceffary to recall it for the defence of the Company’s 
< own territories ; and he may employ them for the protection of any part of his country; but 
<¢ they fhall be kept tozether in one body, and not difperfed on different commands, except fuch 
€ detachments as the commanding officer fhall judge neceffary in the time of aétual {fervice. 
« He may return the whole or part of the faid brigade whenever he has no further occafion for 
< their fervices, and he fhall ceafe to defray their expences as foon as they fhall enter the Pro- 
€ vince of Bahar. But as the Company cannot rifk the credit of their arms, by allowing a 
«c {maller force to remain with the Vizier thin half a brigade, it is proviced that he fhall either 
* retain one half of the bri.ade, or return the whole. Upon their di'miifion, they fhal! depart 
=: with all convenient expedition ; and to prévent any future difputes from arifing on this fub- 
ss ject, the time of their march to the borers of h's Province fhall be computed at the rate of 
s 5 cols per day, from the place where they commenced their march, 


-ms as long as 


g. % "The 
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3. © The Vizier enrages to pay the 40 lacks of rupees ftipulated in the rft Article by 


e monthly payments of 4 lacks, to commence from the end of the month Rabbee UlJuwull, or 
< yoth June, -1774.: bat fhould any accident (which God forbid !) oblige our forces to retire 
<¢ from the Rohilla country, and prevent the Vizier from obtaining pofleifion of it, the faid 40 
<c Jacks fhail not be demanded.’’ 


oth, It was neither arrogant nor unreafonable in the Vizier to require, that fince his entire 
dependance for the fuccefs of the enterprize which he had projccéted, was on the brigade of the 
Company’s forces, the brigade fhould not abandon him while he was engaged in it, nor while 
‘the iilue of it remained incomplete; nor can I devife any other condition which would 
‘have removed his apprehenfions. If the Board judged the propofition reafonable, it cer- 
tainly was not unbecoming in them to afient to it. It remains, therefore, to examine, 
whether it was reafonable, and whether this power granted to the Vizier was liable to dan- 
ger or inconvenience. 


I have already fhewn, that-the removal of the brigade to fuch a diftance would not prove of 
danger to our own Provinces, becaufe it was not wanted for their defence; that it would be pro- 
ductive of no inconvenience, becaufe it occafioned an entire fufpenfion of the Company’s pay- 
ments during ics employment. It is not to be denied, that there are poffible cafes, in which it 
may be wanted for the protection of Bengal ; but thefe are -out of the reach of all probability, 
-and too remotc to be quoted as an objection to the prefent engagement. 


I am not apprehenfive that the Vizier will infift on keeping the brigade continually with him ; 
my fears are, that he may difmifs it; as there is every reafon to wifh its continuance with him, 
and none, no, not one, for its recall. When the brigade was formerly employed with the 
Vizier, and the fhare of its monthly expences defrayed by him was only 30,000, and afterwards 
I,15,000 rupees per month, he never fhewed any earneftnefs for its continuance with him beyond 
the duration of the particular fervice for which it had been wanted, but was ev® ready to pro- 
pofe its return; it is not likely, therefore, that he fhould be more folicitous now for its perpetual 
refidence in his country, at an expence to him of 25 lacks a year, which he muft pay, and which 
his income, even with the late additions to it, can barely afford. 


He knows, that whenever he fhall require the prefence of the brigade, it will be for our in- 
tereit to grant it; and he will therefore part with it when his own occafions, which in this 
inftance muft be confined to’ the defence of his own dominions, no longer require it, that the 
charge of its maintenance may be fhifted from his account to the Company’s; and that he may 
be fubject to that burden only when he is an immediate gainer by it. ‘This may fuffice to thew 
the little rifk we ran, had we abfolutely engaged the brigade to him as long as he might choofe 
to retain it: But in the prefent cafe (as I have already explained in the preceding article) it was 
underftood by both parties, and indeed is infeparable from the nature of the engagement, and 
the o iginal conditions of our mutual alliance, that we might recall it, if required, for our own 
protection, not only without any imputation of breach of faith ; but (unlefs it was done in fo 
precipitate a manner as to defeat the purpofe of the expedition) even without affording him a 
pretext for refuling the payment of the 40 lacks.” 


Here I fhall clofe this long quotation, and return back to the prefent occafion, only to collect 
all the fcattered materials to their deftined point.—lI hope and truft, that I have now proved to 
this Honourable Houfe, that the Rohilla war was not prohibited, but authorized by the Court of 
Directors ; that it originated in meafures which were purely defenfive, and which were in train 
before my acceffion to the Government; that my fhare of it was warranted by the itricteft 
juftice, in retaliation of grofs perfidy and violation of faith; that it was undertaken with every 
well-grounded aflurance of fuccefs ; and terminated in great and permanent advantages to the 
Eait India Company. 


S ANSWER 
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ANSWER TO THE SECOND CHARGE, 


KING’s TRIBUTE, and CGESSION of CORAH. 


HE Second Charge is divided into two parts—the ftopping of the King’s tribute, and the 
delivery of the Provinces of Corah and Allahabad to Sujah ul Dowlah. I fhall not find 
it neceflary to take up much of the timc of the Honourable Houfe in my obfervations on thefe 


„points. 


When Sujah ul Dowlah invaded the Bahar Province in 1764, the King accompanied him ; 
and on his defeat at Buxar by Sir Heftor Munro, he remained in the poflefion of the victorious 
army. He had the name of Royalty, but not the fmalleft degree cf power. Every Province 
of Indisa might acknowledge his fovereignty, and ftrike coins in his name, but none cf them 
made him any remittances for his fupport, nor paid the leaft regard to his orders. In this fitua- 
tion he accompanied our army to the neighbourhood cf Benares, and there remained till we kad 
completed the conqueft of Sujah ul Dowlah’s dominions. ‘The palace of Allahabad was then 
afligned him for his habitation ; and at the treaty of Allahabad in 1765, Lord Clive and h:s 
Council thought it proper, partly I believe from h manity, and partly from political motives, 
to give him for his fupport the Provinces of Corzh and Ailahabad, and a tribute of 26 lacks of 
yupees from Bengal. Ido not mean to deny the validity of the treaty of Allahabad, and I avow 
the neceffity of adhering to it fo long as the King remuined under our protection; but I have 
given this fhort narrative of his fituation, in order to fhew, that by the terms of the treaty he 
“was under qbligations to us rather than we to him, and that we «ere not bound by ties of gra- 
titude to fubje& ourfelves to any inconveniencies on his account, more than our engagements 
abfolutely required. It is not cxpreffed in thefe enga.emcnts, either that the tribute thould be 
continued to him in whatever fituation he fhould place himfelf, or that it fhould only be paid 
him during his refidence at Allahabad; but certainly it would have been rcpuznant to common 
fenfe to have paid it nominally to him, but really to the Mahrattas, to ftre:.gthen them againft 
ourfelves and our Allies. —This, however, is rather a juftificaticn of the Ccurt of Directors, 
than of myfelf. It is fufficient for my exculpation to fhew that | acted in conformity to their 
orders. In their letter of the 11th of Novembcr, 1768, they fay, ** If he (the King) flings 
<< himfelf into the hands of the Mahrattas, or any other power, we are difengaged from him, 
<< and it may open a fair opportunity of withholding the 26 lacks we now pay him.” When he 
atually did fling himfelf into the hands of the Mahrattas, the tribute was accordingly with- 
held : The Dire€tors approved of its being withheld; and in their letter of the 3d of March, 
3775> written, I imagine, with the concurrence of his Majefty’s Minifters, ordered, that ** no 
«c further remittances fhould be made to him without their expreis permiilion.”’ 


With refpeét to Corah and Allahabad, when the King granted thcm to the Mahrattas, we muft 
either have’ let them fall into their poficflion —or have taken them to ourfclves—or kept them for 
the King—or ceded them to Sujah Dowlah: ‘To have allowed the Mahratias to poffefs them, 
‘would have been contrary to the tenor of the Company’s orders for fome years before, and 
would have increafed their power, which was already rifen to an alarming height, and would 
have endangered the pofleffions of our Ally, which we were bound to protect. 


. Had we taken them to ourfelves, we fhould have excited the jealoufy of Sujah Dowlah, to 
whom they had before belonged, and weakened our alliances with him, which it was very much 
our intereft to preferve and ftrengthen ; and we fhould have been put to great incon- 
venience in defending countries fo widely feparated from our other poficfiions; for it ought 
to be remembered, that at that time the intermediate Province of Benares did not belong to the 


Company. 


To have kept them for the King would have expofed us to the fame inconveniencies as the 
taking of them to ourfelves ; and we coull no. be under the leaft obligation to do fo, when he 
had abandoned them in appofition to the advice and remonftrances of our Governme:: , and had 
actually granted them to the Mahrattas. Had we advifed him to throw hir-felf into the hands of 
the Mihrattas, and they had extorted this grant from him, he might have had fome claim upon 
us. for the defence of them in his behalf ; but when he did it in oppofition to our advice, 
whether he granted them to the Mahrattas voluntarily, or fuffered them to be extorted from 
him, this queftion could make no other difference, than that in the one cafe we might have con- 

fidered 


E 2g1 ) 


fidered it as a menfure of hoftility, in the other, only as a confequénce'ef his tmbecility ; Butin 
neither could we be bound to preferve th-m for him. When he had thus alienated iett, 
the right ceafed of courfe to be his and the queftion of right then lay only be tween the Mah-. 
rattas and ourfelves, and they we«re our enemies. 


- I am charged, that is to fay, the Council in their mftru€tions to me are charged, with an 
inconfiftency in having acknowledged the King’s right to reclaim the Diftricts of Corah and 
Allahabad, it he fhould make overtures to renew his former conneétion, and refolving mot 
to yield this right, but in- return for the furrender of another equally valid. is is no ificon- 
fiftency. We certainly fhould have been entitled to fome retribution for the- tition of a 
‘grant which he muft have owed entirely and exclufively. to our power; and with fuch 7 

aith did we deal towards h m that we began the bafinefs by informing him of our intentions in 
his favour, and by requcfting that he would fend fome perfon to us to treat for the reftteution of 
thefe Provinces. He did not avail himfelf of this offer, but left us with thefe Provinces an 
incumbrance on our hands, and with no other expedient in our power but that of making them 
over to the Nabeb Sujah Dowlah, the neareft Ally of the Company, and the firt conftitutional 
fervant of the Empire, to whom thefe Provinces had originally and recently belonged. Equality 
confiftent with thefe fentiments is the Council’s letter of the ift of March, 1773, which was 
principally intended to notify our refolution of not relirrmquifhine thefe Provinces to the Mah- 
rattas; and it is peculiarly hard that not only my actions fkould be examined, Sut that’ every ex- 
preffion, whcther of mine or of the Council’s, fheuld be criticifed as a ground of parlia~ 
mentary impeachment. i 


I have faid, that the only remaining expedient, with regard to thefe Provinces, was the 
meafure we adopted of ceding them to Sujah Dowlah. ‘The tenor of the Company’s letter of 
the r1th of November, 1768, which I have alreaded quoted, implies, that they would have 
been fatisfied had we allowed him to take pofleffion of them without any pecuniary confideration 
whatever. By the agreement, however, for 50 lacks, we procured to the Company a material 
affiftance, at a time when the fituat’on of their affairs very much required it, and when they had 
urged us in the ftrongeft terms to find out for them every poffible refource. Sajah Dowlah was 
anxious for the pofleffion of thefe Provinces, not only for the advantage which he might derivé 
from them, but on a point of honour, as being part of his ancient dominions ; and he efteetnéd 
himfelf obliged to us for the ceffion of them, netwithftanding the price which he paid. Oudt¢ 
alliance with him therefore was ttrengthened by the fenfe which he entertained of this obligation, 
and {till more by the neceflity of our affiftance to fupport him againft the claims of the Mak- 
rattas to the fame t'rovinces ; which would make him look upto us as his natuardl allies, and 
effetually preclude a poffibility of what had fometimes been apprehended; an alliance betweett 
him and the Mahrattas, to our prejudice. It is true, a part of our army might be wanted to 
‘defend thefe Provinces when they were Sujah ul Dowlah’s, as well as when they were our own ; 
but in the one cafe ve were only auxiliaries, in the other we fhould engage àn ‘the war ds 
principals ;—in th- ‘one cafe our troops would only be wanted occafionally, at his expence, in’ 
the other they muft be con‘tantly ftationed there at our own ;—in the-one cafe their expences 
would be detrayed by Foreign wealth; in the other they muft be paid by remittances: from 
Bengal ; for there is every reafon to believe, that in cafe of an invafion fearcely any thing’ 
could have been collected trom the country. As to the ftipulation with Sujah Dowlah being 
inadequate, I will only obferve, ‘ hat Mr. Lawrell, who was fent to inveftrgate the value, fates 
the probable Revenue, in peaceable times, at Allahabad rupees 22,009,416. 11. 103 that Sujal 
Dowlah had a claim to thefe Provinces as well as ourfelves ; that it was with greet diffi i 
I could perfuade him to give fo much as 50 lacks ; and that I am clearly of opinton it 7 
have been better to have given them to him for nothing, than to have kept’ them surfelves. 
Upon the whole | affirm that the meafures objected to me in this charge were perfectly con-~ 
fittent with juftice; that they were produétive of no one inconvenience, but, on the éons! 
trary, were highly advant:geous to the Company. I fatter mydelf that this will appear equally 
prove to the jad ment of this Honourable Houfe s but that at leaft they will think me fecured 
from cenfure by the very full approbation contained in the Company’s letter of the 20 ef March, 
1775+ with which 1 fhall bez leave to conclude what l have to fay on this fubj 3 obfervi 
only that it does not feem very candid in my accufer to take particular notice of the Com- 
Pany’s or'ers, which he afferts that I tranfgrefled, and of their difapprobation with refpe&t to 
the Rohilla war, and totally to pafs over in filence their orders which | obeyed, and their entire 
approbation on the matters contained in this his fecond charge. The followitrg arè the words 
w which the Company were pleafed to exprefs themfelves on this fubjec&t. 


32- ‘* Having taken into our moft ferious confideration the circumftances which induced 
“= our Prefident and Council to fufpend payment of the tribute to his Majefty Shaw Alum, we 
2 muft T that his own conduct has rendered: that meafure not only expedient but abfohitely’ © 

meceilary. 


33» “* We 
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33. “We have heretofore fignified our earneft defire to have his Majefty accommodata’, if 
“ potibie, with a fuitable refidence within the limits of Bengal, in order to avoid thofe cvils 
s which.we foon found would refult from a continual drain of the circulating fpecie of the Pro- 
** vinces; but, notwit!.ftanding we were afiured that fuch refidence woul.i have been for the 
& King’s rcal advantage, yet, as his Majefty difcover d an averfion to the meafure, we never 
€: abated in our attention to his perfon, ‘which is fuily cvinced by the regular‘payinent of the 
< {tipulated tribute. We thought it incumbent on us to lay our fentiments before his Majefty, 
€ but we took no fteps whatever which could be conitrued as int nding to reftrain him fron 
* acting on the occafion as he fhould think proper. It was, howcver, with deep concern we 
<c obferved the King’s views were fuch as appcared to us altogether inconfiftent with his cir- 
é cumftances.: Inftead of availing himfelf of a fituation fo eligible as that which the Pro- 
<€ vinces might have afforded him, his Majcíty gave us early proofs that nothing lefs than the 
‘© poflefion of Delhi could fatisfy his defires; andthe meafures adoptoi and purfued by him 
<< for that purpofe were utterly repugnant to the interefts of the Company.” 


34- “$ The junction of his Majefty with the Mahrattas, the defeat of his army by their 
£c troops, and the ceffion of the Provinces affizned for his fupport, were ci~cumftamces fo 
“© alarming, that it Secame the indijpenfable duty of our Prefident and Council to ferze the oppor- 
<‘ tunity which then offered for preventing thofe Provinces from falling into the hands of the 
“* Miahrattas, who were not oniy become formidable to our ally, Sujah ul Dowleh, -but were 
** evidently afpiring to univerfal congueft. 


35. ‘** Although the Provinces of Corah and Allahabad were referved to the King by the 
«t treaty of 1765, we can by no means allow that his Majefty acquired by this treacy a right 
** to refign them into -the hands of our enemies. As the Vizier of the Empire is the hfrft 
<t officer under his Majefty, and as the territories in queftion were formerly heid by the Vizicr, 
<< we cannot but-be of opinion that our fervants aéted with great propriety in committing them 
<€ again to his management, when it became abfolutely impoffible for his Majefty to hold them 
<< in his own immediate poffeffion. And as the King had not only withdrawn himfelf from 
“© our protection, and abandoned the countries afi. ned to him, but allio continued, by his 
s< prefence, to countenance-the depredations of the Mahrattas, we fully approve the refclution 
<€ of our Prefident and Council, under thefe circumftunces, to fufpend paymentof the tribute 
«© to his Majefty ; as we think the general principles of felf-prefervation warranted them to 
«© withhold refources which, if fent, they knew muft fall into the hands of the Muhrattas, 
=é and which they had every reafon to believe would be appropriated to the ufe of their army, 
«t and contribute towards enabling thein to commit holtilities on our own Provinces, or on 
=< thofe of our allies. 


6. ** For the above reafons, we, upon the matureft deliberation, confirm the treaty of 
Bonari ; and we alfo hereby direct that no further remittances be made to the King, without 
<< our exprefs permiffion firft obtained for the purpofe.’’ 


In the clofe of the charge I am again accufed of inconfiftency, in having affirmed at one 
“time that ** we held the dominion of Bengal by the fwoid, which I falfely declared the fource 
<< of right, and the natural charter of dominion ;? and that at a later period I had declared, 
** that the fovereignty of the family of Shaw Alium is univerfa)ly acknowledged, and that the 
<< Company ftill derives its conftitutional dominion from their oftenfible bounty.” Any 
pinions, however accurately agrecing with themfelves in their authentic -conftruétion, may be 
mnade to difagree, and even to contradict each other, by the mutilation or omiffion of the parts 
which compofed their connexion.: I affirm, as a fact unquettioned, and unqucftionab’e, that 
~we derive our original title to our poffeflions in Bengal from the tword alone. What additional 
Wight the King’s Phirmaun gave us, itis unncceflary for me to examine. I hus much, however, 
I may be allowed to fay, thac it found us in poffefiion, and that our fubftantial pofleffion was 
never vifibly mended by it. And all that the fubfequent pofition afcribed to me affirms, is, 
that the Sovereignty of the Houfe of Timur, though univerfally acknowledged, no longer 
-exifted in fubftance, and that the Company had derived no more than the mere form or fh:dow 
-of a grant from it ; that it derived its con/?itutional dominion from its offenfible bounty ; that is to 
fay, that it gave what it could, .and that -what it did give was a mere name, though tie accept- 
-ance of the intention might entitle the donor to a return of k:ndnefs, where it could be given 
confiftently with-our own policy. Let the whole of my declarations, as they ftand in the two 
Minutes which have been appofed to each other in the charge, be read at large, and they will 
‘be found to contain thefe fentiments, and to be perfectly contiftent with each other. 


I have paffed by one part of the charge, becaufe it fhifts the ground of the accufation from 
anc to my employers, and in that fenie of it invalidates all the reft; but having done with all 
that 


C 253 ) 


that related to myfelf, I now recur to this:—Ie is ftated, ** that the Eaft India Company 
« having on their part violated the engagements, and renounced the conditions on which the 
received, and hive hitherto held and enjoyed, the Dewanny of Bengal, Bahar, and Oriffa, 
from the Ring Shaw Allum, have thereby forfeited all right and title to the faid Dewanny 
arifing from the faid grant; and it is free and open to the faid King to refume fuch grant, 
and to transfer it to any other Prince or State.” I hope this charge, as it ftands againft 
the Faft India Company, will appear to be clearly refuted in the preceding arguments ufed in 
this defence; for I have not refled my own juftification fimply on orders received, but have 
equally endeavoured to prove thofe orders confiftent with good faith, ftrict juftice, and found 
policy. With refpeét to the inference drawn at the clofe of the preceding quotation, namely, 
< That the Company have forfeited all right and title to the Dewanny arifine from the faid 
t grant; and that itis free and open to the faid King to refume fuch grant, and to transfer it 
“© to any other Prince or State,” I will confefs, thar when I firft read it, in that anxious 
tendernefs wich a fenfe of wounded honour felt from the laboured and voluminous mafs of 
accufations that lay before me, its inftant impreflion on my mind was, that I had either uttered 
thefe fentiments, fo repugnant to my duty as a-fervant, and to my loyalty as a fubje&t, or that 
they followed as an inevitable deduction from fome expreffions that tient have unguardedly 
‘made ufe cf: nor can I yet, notwithftanding the change of their application, underftand 
them to have been introduced into a criminal charge ayainft me, but for fuch a purpofe, 


fince, with all my powers of conjecture, I cannot devife any other which could be meant 
- by: it. 
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I rely on the confcioufnefs ef my own undeviating integrity, and on the love which I bear 
to that country in which it has pleafed God to place me, to affirm that I never did or could 
entertain, much lefs exprefs, a fentiment fo abhorrent to my principles as a man, and to my 
feelings as an Englifhman; and if it can be proved that I have ever made ufe of fuch a 
doctrine, to’become the advocate of any Prince or State upon earth, in oppofition to m 


own, I will acknowledge that I deferve to be punifhed with death, and my name to be branded 
with infamy. 





ANSWER TO THE THIRD CHARGE, 
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T has been the fafhion to give hiftories of Benares; but as far as I have had occafion te 
perufe them in Reports of tne Seleé&t Committee, or in anonymous pamphlets, they are, for 
tae greater part, fanciful and unfupported. I fhall here detail as much as I am warranted by 


certain knowledge of its former and prelent fituation, adopting, where I poffibly can, the very 
words of the third charge againft me. 


e The territory of Benares is a fruitful, and has been” (and is at this day) ** an orderly, 
“© well-cultivated, and improved Province. Its capital city may rather be confidéred as the 
& feat of the Hindoo religion than as the capital of a Province.” I am not certain of the 
period at which it-was annexed to the Mogul Empire; but it is clear by the Aycence Acherce, 
that it was a part of the Subah of Allahabad in Acber’s time.—Catrou (page 119) mentions a 
Raja Cawn to nave been fubdued by Acber, whom I conceive to have been Rajah of Benares, 
However, the fame Ayeence Acberee afferts, that Sultan Mahmood Ghaznavee (the firt Ma- 
homedan invader of ‘India) came to Benares in the 41oth year of the Hejira, above 750 years 
fince. After Acber, his fon Jehan Gueer was undoubtedly mafter of it; and Daia Shekuh, 
the cldelt ton of Shah Jehan, fon and fuccefier of Jehan Gueer, refided a confiderable time at 
Benares in a ftation of authority, as we learn from his own preface to a book he compiled 
during his relidence there. Aurengzebe, his'youngeft brother, and fucceflor to the Empire 
after Shah Jehan, has ett-Stuaily difp'ayed to pofterity the power and fovereignty which he 
exercifed in Benares, with a favage bi; oiry characteriftic of his temper and policy, by a mag- 
nificent Muique which he erected on the {cite (and even admitted into his plan a conliderable 
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part of the edifice) of an ancient and moft fuperb Hindoo temple. This Mofque continues 
perfect to this day, and with its high-bounding minarets (wh'ch Ae alfo ereéted) overlooks the 
whole city. If Benares, in Acher’s time, was a diliriét of the'Subah of Allahabad, it con- 
tinued annexed to the fame Province in the tune of Aurengzebs, as we learn from Catrou: 
(page 362) it thercfore never was confideted a capital of any confiderable kingdom, nor yet as 
a Province annexed-to the Subah of Owde. Benares is a naked defencelefs city, fituated fo near 
to the almoft impregnable fortrefs of Chunar, that the pofleffor of the ome may at all times be 
mafter of the other; and this accounts for its having been annexed to the Subah of Owde, lome 
time fince the invafion of Nadir Shah. Rajah Buiwant Sing, who refided at Benares with fome 
degree of authority (but who never had permiffion to coin money, nor even the adminiitration 
of criminal juftice in the city itfelf) when the incurfions of the Shahzadah, now the King 
Shah Allum, firft drew the attention of the Englifh to that quarter; and, far from beinga 
reat Lord (or any Lord) of the Empire, he was a mere dependant on the Nabob of Owde, 
Sujah ul Dowlah. He was originally Zemindar of a fmall Pergunnah, called Gurgapoor (by 
rchafe not by inheritance, for his father, Munferam, was not a Zemindar) yieiding a revenue 
of- about £.5co a year. He had been patronized and employed by Sefdar Jung, the father of 
Sujah ul Dowlah, and was gradually promoted to be Aumil or- Col'e&tor of Benares and Gazi- 
cr. ‘He continued in that capacity to rhe day of his death, and zever was Zemindar of either 
aiftri@. In the year 1764, when Sujah ul Dowlab’s affairs were on the dec] nc, Bulwant Sing 
made overtures to the Nabob of Bengal, Meer Jaffier, to join his army with fuch troops as he 
could mufter. General Carnac, who commanded our army at that time, warned the Governor 
General and Council of Calcutta of the Rajah’s perfidy; and fo well were thofe gentlemen 
convinced of the truth of thofe allegations, that on the 6th of November of the fame year, 
they wrote thus to Major Munro: $+ Wich refpe& to Bulwant Sing, the double part: he afted in 
Ss the beginning of the war fafficiently warns us to put no confidence in him; and there‘ore, if 
* hehas not already been permitted to join you, or you have entered into no engagements with 
<< him, we would have him difpoff-ffed of his country, and his perfin, if poffible, secured.”—My 
predeceflors,.it may be-here obterved, both in language amd conan, equalicd at leaft, or rather 
exceeded, every thing of which I am now accufed. I have faid that Bulwant Sing never was 
Zemindar of Benares or Gazipoor; in proof of this, I appeal to Bulwan: Sing’s own propofals 
to Major Munro, -dated the 21ft November, 1764: ‘* If you, Gentlemen, chiufe to poffefs 
<% yourfelves of Sujabh ul Dowlah’s country, I will agree to hold the Sirca s of Benarss, Ga- 
<< zipoor,-Joinpoor, Bidjigur, &c. onthe fame terms as-l hold them from S.aj:h ul Dowlah.’’ 
Ot .whofe country were the Enclifh fuppofed to intend a feizure ?—Of Sujuh ui Dow/!ah’s. Who 
held the four Sircars here mentioned ?—Bu/want Sing Of whom did he hold them ?— If 
Sujah ul Dow'ah. By what denomination are they dcicribed ?—/s parts of Sujahu Dowlah’s 
country. Every worsd-of-the propofal proves that Sujah ul Dowlah was Sovereign of thafe Sircars, 
and that a feizure of Sujah ul Dowlah’s country neceffarily include the feizure of Benares, 
‘“Gazipoor, Joinpoor, Bidjigur, &c. Had Bulwant Sing poffefled a feparate territory, the con- 
ueft of Sujah ul Dowlah’s country would mot have been tantamount to a feizure of Bu-want 
‘Sing’s. Had he been Prince, or Zemindar of thofe Provinces, he would naturally and of courfe 
have named them, in his propofals, ‘* my Sircars,” or “ my Zemindary ;’’ and his Arzee, or 
propofal, muft, according to the univerfal cuftom of the country, have been figned by him 
s+ Zemindar of the Mahals of Benares,” &c. &c. “Through that whole war, which termi- 
nated in the entire defeat of Sujah ul Dowlah, Bulwant Sing’s condu& was alternately 
treacherous to his-mafter and to us. - His firft junction with us is acknowkdged by the Court 
of Diréétors, in the letter of the 26th of ‘May, ‘1768, to have been ‘** of fgnal Service to us,” 
and I do not deny it; but’ the whole correfpondcnce of the Bengal Government in the years 
1964 and. 1765 -proves that he never did us any other fervice: that he wasa fufpected, a faithlefs, 
and a dangerous ally ; and that but for the treaty made with him by the Commander of our 
army, the Governor and Council would have ** /eized his perfon, and transferred his diftriéts to 
<<‘. anther.” (See 2d Report of the Select Committee, pages 4 and 5, &c.) Bulwant Sing 
dying in-Auguft, 1770, his- fon: Cheyt Sing fucceeded to his rizhts, as Zemindar of Gungapoor. 
he appointment of -Farmer or Colleétor-of Benares and Gazipoor reverted of courfe to the 
Vizierhis: fovereign: I muft obferve, that in the tranflations of the Perfian papers, both 
of thofe and the preceding times, great confufion occurs, in the application of peculiar 
and definite terms, with a loofe and unguarded fignification.; for in twenty different do- 
cuments at leaft, quoted in the Second-Report of the Seleét Committee, -Bulwant Sing’s farm 
or collection, is ftyled his ‘*Zemindary.”” I need-go no farther than the sth article of the treaty 
of Allahabad (fee 2d-Report,-roth page): ‘* His Highnéfs Sujah ul Dowlah engages in 
‘t the moft folemn manner to continue -Bulwant Sing in the Zemindaries of Benares, 
*< Gazipoor, &c. &c. ,;” and in the 7th article of the fame treaty, it is refolved “s to reffore 
*§ to his Highnefs the country of Benares, andthe other diftriéts now rented by Bulwant Sing :” 
Beth of thefe articles cannot be admitted in their true and literal fenfe. If the Zemindary be- 


longed to Bulwant Sing, he could not be faid to rent it, he paid tribute only. If the Country 
waded 
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did not belong to Sujah ul Dowlah, it could not be refMored to him. In fhort, the word 
< Zemindary’ is ufed by our tranflators in a lax fenfe, to fignify difri or Province: This is 
evident from the letter of the Bengal Government tothe Court of Dire€&tors of rith September 
t979 (fee 2d report, roth page): ** In our former letter, gentlemen, we expreffed our fenti- 
‘© ments of the confequence it was to your affairs, that the /ucceffion to the Zemindary of Benares 
c< fhould continue in the family; but that it was a delicate point to accomblifh with the Vizier.?’— 
Why was this a delicate point? The third paragraph of Mr. Burke’s third charge, peremptorily 
ftates, that on the death of Bulwant Sing *‘ bis ton Cheyt Sing /ucceeded to his rights and pre- 
« tentions.” The delicacy of the point confifted precifely in the want of right, for had Bulwant 
Sing been real and hereditary Zemindar, the fucceffion would have gone to his fon of courfe, 
there being in india no fuch cuftom as dilinheritance: This circumftance proves alfo, that Bulwant 
Siug was not the Zemindar,; for in that cafe it muft have devolved to Aim by inheritance: in- 
ftead of which, he writes to Rajah Shitabroy (fee 2d report, page 5): ‘* It it is the intention 
«c of the Englifh gentlemen to take poflefion of Sujah ul Dowlah’s dominions, I will agree to 
«<< hold Benares and Gazipoor, &&c. which have long been under my jurifdi@ion, on the fame 
t terms from the Company as I did from Sujah ul Dowlah.” Here was precifely the place to 
have pleaded his right of poffeffien, and his title by inheritance: Inftead of which he only fays, thofe 
places had Ørg been under his jurifdiction, which (if ány meaning be annexed to the words) 
mult imply that they were not always fo. I muft quoteanother part of this Bengal letter of roth 
September 1770 (2d report, page ir): $% A jealous, fufpicious difpofition of the old Rajah, 
«< affilted by the d:ftruft of their own children, inherent in the minds of the people of this coun- 
‘© try, may pofisiy have been the realon why thefon was not included in the treaty of 176s; 
“© forhad heexpreffid a wifhto fecure the Zemindary in his cwn famiy, a doubtcan (carcely be formed, 
< &c.’’—But fulpicious, probably, of the confequences that Ais fon “Should think he has a right te 
tc: the fuccefion, his whole aim feemed to center in felf-fecurity, without the leaft attention to the 
** good of his poftcrity.’”’—-I anfwer, every word of this, if it be really applicable to Bulwant Sing’s 
ftare of mind, proves beyond a doubt, that he was not the Zemindar ; for, as Zemindar, his fon mujt 
have fucceeded, in the language of the charge itfelf; and it was a matter perfectly indifferent to the 
ftate of the cafe, whether Bulwant Sing expreffled or did not exprefs his wifhes on that head: But 
if he realy were 4‘ fu/pictous of the confequences that his fon fhould THINK he hada RIGHT to the fuccef- 
‘© fion,” it is demonitrable that he knew the fon to have zə right; for had he a right, Bulwane 
Sing could neither fupprefs a knowledge of it from his fon, nor controvert its effect - It would 
have been a clear, entaiied, hereditary <ftate, of which it was mutually indifferent to the fatherand 
to the fon what each might feparately think. When Cheyt Sing, by the influence ot the Company, 
was confirmed in the place which his father had held as Farmer or Colleétor for the Vizier, he 
paid, as a giftor nuzzeranah, a fum amounting to nearly’200,000l. and encreated his rent near 
30,000 pounds per annum; ‘* by which,”’? (Mr. Burke fays) ‘* he became a purchafer, for va- 
& luable confiderations of his right and inheritance in the Zemindary aforefaid,” I do not pro- 
fefs to underftand Aw aman can be faid to purchafe of another that’ which the other Aas not 
to fell. To the rights, the chargeexprefsly declares Cheyt Sinz to have fucceeded by the death of 
his father: The inheritance itfelf is that very right; fo that sap br Sing purchafed what he had 
already ; and the actual functions of his office, the colle&tion of the rents, and the government 
of the diftricts, &c. were obligingly thrown into the account. But why did the Vizier exact 
220,00c]. on the death of Bulwant Sing?—Afluredly becaufe, as fovereign of the whole coun- 
try, he poffeffed and exercifed the right of Zevying fines, and that to an‘arbitrary amount, as ap- 
pears by the 2d report of the Select Committee. know not how wecan deny the exiftence of 
many oo principles in the Mogul fyftem of government ; but wherever thofe exift the powers 
of the Prince will be every thing, and the vights of the fubje& nothing. Sujab ul Dowlah 
fined Cheyt Sing 200,009). and 32,0001. per annum; which, at only ten years purchafe, is 
300,000l. in all 500,0col. for the mere invefture of what in the charge is {tated to be his right 
of inheritance. 1, who was vetted by my ftation with exactly the fame powers as were excrciled 
by Sujah ul Dowlah, never thought of a greater fine as a punifhment for the mott flagrant 
offenccs. Cheyt Sing facceeded of courfe to his father’s treafures (See Lieutenant Colom] Har- 
per’s evidence, appendix to 2d report) not by any teftamentory form, not by any per-niition of 
the Vizier, not by any intermediation of his friends, but by right of inheritance. Are tiere tico 
or more fpecies of rights of inheritance? All that the father could call his own, came to the fon; 
what he held of his fovereign reverted to its owner. T'he dignity, the power, the profit con- 
fecuent on the government, were matters which: the Vizier had a right to fell, and which 
Cheyt Sing might have a preference in purchafing, if the two parties could f-ttle their terms. 
Bulwant Sing had faved great fums of money out of his Government, by Colonel Harper’s 
evidence, it was therefore an object to Cheyt Sing to fucceed to his father’s leafe, even on 
terms fomewhat lefs advantageous. The Government, or leafe (or by whatever other title of 
policfmo on Bulwant Sing had exercifed authority in Benares) was, at the ‘father’s death, pro- 
cured for the fon; and asthe gen~ral letter from Bengal, dated 21ft October, 1770, (See 2d 
Report, page sith) exprefsly itates, Cheyt Sing was vie confidered by the Vizier as holding that 
<< country onthe fame terms as his father.” Bulwant Sing, I have proved above; held only in 

capite; 
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rapite; the fon therefore, at this time, held only in capite alfo: -and Colonel Harper, who 
acknowledges that Bulwant Sing had but a /ife interef? in the lands, muit be m'ftaken, where, 
in gaong from memory, he gives evidence, that ** the funnud to Cneyt Sing was granied ta 
‘© him and his heirs.” It is alowed on all fides, that the Zetter of the treaty of Allahabad did not 
extend to Bulwant Sing’s heirs (fee 2d Report, page 12th). The Vizier, therefore, was per- 
fectly juftifiable in refufing to acknowledge it farther; and in my deputation to Benares, in 
1773, [ procured a new treaty, for the exprefs purpofe of fettling this point to Cheyt Sing’s 
fausraction. It may be remarked, that all the governing powers of Indoftan are extremely 
averfe to any treaties or agreements which are declared to be binding on pafferity; and I have had 
frequent difficulties in many negociations with the native Princes on this head ; they have always 

leaded ** that it was againft the cultom of their country.” It muft be admitted, that the 

vouncil, in 1773, conceived fome doubts to exiit fomewiere refpe&ting the validity or the extent 
of the firft ftipulations in behalf of Cheyt Sing, or they would not have empowered me to 
fenew them. And I am warranted in having declared in my narrative, ‘¢ That Cheyt Sing 
+< obtained from our influence, exerted by myfelf, the firft legal title that his f:mi'y ever pof- 
s: feffed of ‘property in the land, of which he, till then, was only the uml, and of which he 
“** became the acknowledged Zemindar, by a funnud granted to him by the Nabob Sujah Dow- 
ss lah, at.my inflance, in the month of September, 1773.”” The father was no more than /umil, 
as I have amply proved ; on his deceafe the fon precifely fucceeded to his rights and pretenfions, 
“as the Charge ftates—se therefore became Aumil; and if he ever was Zemindar, it could on] 
‘be derived from the funnud of 1773. In 1774, the Majority of the new Counci! General adopted, 
in the cafe of Sujah ul Dowlah’s fon, the fyftem formerly fupported by Sujah ul Dowlah, in 
“the cafe of the fon of Bulwant Sing. They decided that the treaty made with the father did not 
‘bind them with refpe& tothe fon. In both cafes my opinion had been uniferm and confiftent. 
In 1770, I thought that the agreement made between Sujah ul Dowlah and Bulwant Sing 
“was virtually in force, though one of the contracting parties was dead, and that Cheyt Sing 
ftood-precifely in the place of his father. In 1774, į thought that the treaty we had entered 
into with Sujah ul Dowlah continued to bind the Company; and that his fon, Afoph ul 

owlah, had in every refpect fucceded to his father’s engagements, as weil as his dominions. In 
both cafes my judgment has been unfortunate; the latter, however, procured the Company a 
large addition of territory and revenue, on the appropriation and management of which, as the 
Majority of the Council decided aguin/? my opinion, their fentiments alune, and not mine, are to 
be confidered in whatever relates to the tranfaGiion. I muft therefore except to the ufe made by 
Mr. Burke, and to any ufe whatever being made, of any minutes delivered in Council sy me on 
that occafion, as thofe minutes were no part of the caufe or motive on which the majority 
acted ; and.therefore, as far as any good or evil arofe out of the aét itfelf, Í am totally uncon- 
neéted with it. General Clavering, Colonel Monfon, and Mr. Francis, in their minute of 
7th of December, 1775,:(fee 2d report, 23d page) fully acquit me; ‘* the meafure,”? (they fay) 
é: is ftriétly and exclufively ours. The original plan was oppofed in every fiep by the Governor 
«c General and Mr. Barwell.” Upon the fame principle I folemnlyw dilciaim all connection 
with, and even all knowledge of, any ** improper and fraudulent tranfa€tions with rezard toe 
<t the fymbols of inveftiture which ought to have been given to the Rajah and the form of the 
«c deeds by which the faid Zemindary ought to have been granted,” as itated in the 13th article 
of the Charge. I am not re{ponfible tor the acts of the Majority, nor for the acts of Mr. Fowke, 
their Refident at-Benares, who acted wholly under:their authority, and over whom I had not 
the fhadow of an influence; I-was at that time but a {pedtator of what was doing, a mere 
cypher. at the Board. 


' If there were any miftakes tn the modes of inveftiture, or the forms of the deeds, they were 

without my concurrence; and as I cannot even now conceive what purpofe {o pitiful an artifice 
could be fuppofed to anfwer, I will pofitively ailere thev could not be fraudulent. Mr. Francis, 
who is the:furviving Member of that Majority, ‘* to which the meafure fir iftly and ex-clufively be- 
&© longed,” is alone amenable for every part of it, for its informa.ties, as well as for its merits; 
for any ‘* complicated, artificial, and fraudulent management,” that mi „bt take place in the cou: fe 
of its execution, as well for the grounds on which it was propofed. For my own part (after 
Jifclaiming all pretenfions to any particular and exctufive du'y on me to attend to the due inter- 

tion of all tranfaétions on the Company’s Records, which duty I conceive to be that of the 

Secretary under the direétion of thofe whe had the authority; and alfo after profeffing moft 

‘eligioufly that I did never, either directly or indirectly, procure. the omifiton of a fyllaħle of 

ny public document whatever, which ought to hav» been tranfmitted tothe Vou-t of Direciors) 

‘I do moft folemnly affirm and declare, ihat- did not, at the time fpecthed, melit ue to make any 
evil ufe whatever of ‘the deeds which are ftated to have been withho'den from tre Company ;— 
that I did not (until the very day when I fi: ft read it in the Charge) know. tnat fuch deeds had 
been withholden, and that I fhould at all times have loathed and fpurned at the mere idca of 
zrounding any meafure of mine on fo fhallow and bafe a manœuvre j muy be allowed to add. that 
while the-counterparts of the deeds exilted, all concealment- on our dide was equally ao ep 
ineffectual ; 
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ineffectual; it is an invariable form, that the cabooleat, or agreement with the Zemindar, fs 
always word for word the fame as the potta or leafe. After all, I have been combating with a 
fhadow, for what were thefe deeds which were-fuppreffed ? The only deed or inftrument of Cheyt 
Sing’s inveftiture was the /unnud or charter, and the potta or leafe, which are expreffed in the 
Chaigpe to have been rcgulaily made out and tranfmitted; I know of no other. No /funnuds 
ever were fent to the Court of Directors, nor any papers in the-original language. 


ra x F II. 


I MEAN to prove fully, in its proper place, that T never -gave permiffion to any Agent to 
refizn for me the office of Governor General, I can here only pi it; but when General 
Clavering attempted to aflume the chair which I had mot vacated, Í was warranted in fupport- 
ing my authority by every means in my power: l was warranted in ftyling him ‘* my opponent,” 
and warranted in treating ev-ry mifplaced mark of homage to him as a perfonal difrefpect to 
myfclf:—NVhen, therefore. | affirmed that Cheyt Sing had deputed an Agent, with.an exprefs 
commifiion to compiiment General Clavering on his acceffion to the governntfent, I affirmed a 
fact certainly criminal and ¢.ienfive to the Company’s government, inafmuch as it was an ofi- 
cious and premature interference on the part of the Rajah, pregnant in itfelf with very great 
difadvantages to the due and orderly adminiftration of affairs, and deeply injurious, by the 
example it held out to others, for taking part in the diffentions which at that time harraffed our 
Councils. In Cheyt Sing’s cafe it was particularly obnoxious, becaufe all correfpondence with 
him (as with other native powers) was by the Company’s orders conducted through the medium 
of rhe Governor General; the Rajah, therefore, had no right, no pretext, for paying fuch a 
compliment to General Clavering, until his acceffion to the chair had been notified im form; 
nor can ii be urged, in the prefent inftance, that fuch notification was duly made; for, grant- 
ing («s I believe f may) that General Clavering had iffued, in his aflumed chara&er of Governor 
General, informacion to that purport, Cheyt Sing had a Vakeel in Calcutta, whofe exprefs 
bufiucfs it was to fet his mater right, and for that purpofe he might have had, and had, at all 
times free accefs to my houfe and apartment; and J alfo caufed immediate official difpatches to 
be fent cfF to the different ccuntry powers, to affure them of my continuance in adminiftration. 
I urged this aél of the Rajah, at the time it took place, and J now urge it, as a proof of the readi- 
nets whic he fhewe.l to fomcnt, or even to take part in any divifions of our government; it 
always apocared to me indecent with refpect to my office, unjuftifiable with refpeét to Ais fitu- 
ation, and a proof of his rooted difaffection to the Englifh adminiftration. "Whether or not J 

‘perfonclly forgave him, is of no confequence: I never fought to punifh him'‘but on public 
grounds. And had he faithfully difcharged his duty to the Company, he would never have 
heard a fyllable of my refentment. Implacability to my inferiors is no part, of my charaéter- 
Jam cccufed, ** That having obtained, in my cafting vote, a Majority in Council on the death 
‘“ of Sir John Clavering and Mr. Monfon, I did fuddenly, and without any previous general 
< communication with the Members of the Board, by a Minute of Confultation of the oth of 
s July, 1778, make an extraordinary demand, namely, that the Rajah of Benares fhould con- 

{ent to the eftublifhment of three regular battalions of fepoys, to be raifed and maintained at 
“ his own expence.”? I anfwer, that on the 6th of July at night a packet was received from 
M:. Ba'dwin at Cairo, with an account (deemed fully authentic by the whole Council) that 
war had been actually declared and commenced between Great Britain and France. It was my 
duty to propofe meafures in confequence of this intelligéfice, without lofs of time. Accordingly, 
on the oth of July, «after an interval of only two days, I gave in at the Council Board a plan of 
general increafe for our military and marine eftablithments, to meet the exigencies of the mb- 
ment. Every Member of our Government felt the neceflity of the meafure, and we were for 
once uvanimous. My propefitions, which embraced every part of the Company’s dependencies 
on that frie of -India, could not, without glaring and very fufpicious partiality, have omitted 
the territories of Cheyt Sing. I allotted what I thought (and //i// think) a very moderate por- 
tion of the newly-incurred burthen of the war to him. Had my colleagues been of a dif- 
ferent opinion, they might have propofed a modification, or a total exemption. They did 
neither. W hile, they admitted the neceffity of the actual demand, they did not objeét to the fum : 
and the decifion of future right (on which there appeared fome fhadow of hefitation) was, by 
general content, referred to our fuperiors.(fee 2d Report, 26th page.) On this right our fuperiors 
did never decide while Cheyt Sing continued at Benares, though our Minutes on the fubje&t 
arrived in London the 12th of April, 1779. Their filence had all the effec? of acquiefcence.. he 
Rajah is faid to have aflerted, that I had promifed this exaétion fhould continue but for one years 
and fhould not be drawn into precedent.—I now moft folemnly declare, that ZT never made any fich 

promife; and that l had effectually precluded myfelf from making it, the Minutes themfelves 
will teftify, for in our firft debate on the oa I agreed to add to my original motion for 
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raifing the troops, the following words: ‘¢* and ts be difbanded at the end of the war” (fee 2d 
Report, 26th page.) After this, I muft have afreéted a {pirit of prophecy, to pretend that the 
demand fhould exift only for one year. The war continued in 1779, and the demand was 
accordingly renewed. Ic met with prevarication, excufe, and procraitination, on the part of 
the Rajah. On the third year his delays grew ftill more perplexing, and indicated the ftronyeft 
fins of determined difobedience. See all the Bengal Confultations of that period, as exhibited 
in the 2d Report of the Seleé&t Committee. By this time I confidered myfclf as acting cn the 
Jure grounds. The letters from our fuperiors, in anfwer to thofe cf the two preceding years 
from us, contained no one fentence which could be deemed a difapproveal of our trenfactions 
with the Rajah of Benares. As the-fubject had been fully and repeatediy before them, it was 
impoffible to fuppote they had overlooked it. With my hands thus /lrengthened by the implied 
lige of my employers, as the exigencies of the war grew daily more pretling, I moved in 

ouncil, ** That Cheyt Sing might be required to furnifh {fuch cavalry as he could fpare, with 
‘© an exprefs declaration to him, that they fhould be returned at the clofe of the war:” and 
this was done by the advice and recommendation of Sir Eyre Coote. The Rajah certainly 
maintained a confiderable body of cavalry. He admitted thirteen hundred, and I krow they 
‘were many more. In the war with the Rohillas he furnifhed five hundred to his then fove- 
‘reign, Sujah ul Dowlah (fee Supplement to 2d Report, 12th page) and Genera! Clavering 
‘would have recommended to him to keep up two thoxfand. This was the number I demanded ; 
but on his repeated reprefentations, I gradually lowered my requifition to one thoufund. He 
‘acknowledged to have ¢hirteen hundred, and yet offered but five hundred to the Company. My 
patience was exhaufted by fuch repeated acts of contumacy, and I determined (Í repeat 
it) to convert them into an advantage for the Company’s affairs. iI confidered the light in 
‘which fuch behaviour would have been viewed by his native Sovereign, and 1 refolved he fhould 
feel the power he had fo long infulted. Forty or fifty lacks of rupees would have been a mode- 
rate fine for Sujah ul Dowlah to exact; he who bal demanded 25 lacks for the mere fine of 
fucceffion, and received 20 in hand, and an increafed rent tantamount to confiderably above 
730 lacks more: and therefore I rejecéted the offer of 20, with which the Rajah would have 
compromifed for his guilt when it was too lite. If I ever talked of felling the Company’s fo- 
vereignty over Benares to the Nabob of Qwde, it was but in terrorem; and no fubfequent act 
of mine warrants me ferioufly to have intended it: if [ ever threatened to difpoflefs the Rajah 
of his territories, it is no more than what my predeceflors (without rebuke from their fuperiors, 
or notice taken of the expreffion) had wifhed and intended to have done to his father, even 
when the Company had no pretenfions to the fovereignty of the country ; it is no more than 
fuch a /egal ait of fovercient as his behaviour juftified, and as { was ju(tified in by the intentions 
of my predeceffors. If I pretended to feize upon his forts, it was in full conviction that a 
dependant on the Company, guaranteed, maintained, and protected in his country by the 
Company’s arms, had no occafion for forts, had no right to them, and could hold them for no 
other than fufpe&ted and rebellious purpofes. None of the Company’s other Zemindars are 
permitted to maintain them; and even our ally, the Nabob of the Carnatic, has the Company’s 
troops in all. his garrifons ; policy and public fafety abfolutely require it. What ftate could 
exift, that allowed its inferior members to hold forts and, garrifons, independent of the fuperier 
adminiftration ?-—It is a foleciim.in government to fuppofe it. 
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I removed Mr. Fowke from Benares on Political grounds, againft the orders of the Court of 
Directors, becaufe I thought it neceffiry that the Refident there fhould be a man of my own 
nomination and confidence ; I avow the principle, and think no Government can fubfift without 
it. The punifhment of the Rajah made ne part of my defizgn in Mr. Fowke’s removal, or Mr. 
Markham’s appointment, nor was his punifhment an object of my contemplation at the time. 
[ removed Mr. Fowke, to appoint Mr. Markham ; an appointment of my own choice, and a 
fignal to notify the reftoration of my own authority, as L had before removed Mr. Fowke, and 


appointed Mr. Graham, for the fame purpofe. 


The charge adds, ** It was foon after that I prepared for a journey to Benares.” ‘This is 
not true :—The interval of time is evidently fhortened, for the purpofe of forcing the inference 
before drawn from my appointment of the new Rejfident. “This appointment was made early in 


February, and I left Calcutta in July. 


I deny that the defign of exacting a penalty from Rajah Cheyt Sing for his contumacious be- 
haviour, was either ‘* wicked” or ‘* perfidious,” as is ftated in the charge. 1 edmit that Í did 


mot enter it on the confultations, becaufe it was not necefiary ; even this plan itfelf of the fine 
| wus 
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was not a fixed plan, but to be regulated by circumftances, both as to the fubftantial execution 
of it, and the mode: Nay, 1} will aver, that I had drawn up a review of our whole political 
connexions, extended even as far as Guzzerat, and given a copy of it to Mr. Wheler, con- 
taining a variety of modes, from which I meant to draw fome rclief of alliance, power, or 
finance, to fave them from the ruin which was accumulating around them; and this plan of the 
fine, as Į recolleét, made a part of it. But was it neceflary, as an official obiigation upon me, 
or would it have been prudent that I fhould enter upon our confultations every fpeculative refource 
to which the exigency of our affairs might eventually compel me to have recourfe? And was I 
precluded from availing myfelf of any fuch refources, when the occafion required them, and the 
means were affordcd me, becaufe the defign of them had not before been entered on our con- 
fultations? In what part of the Company’s ftanding orders, nay, T may add, in what code of 
common fenfe, is fuch a rule prefcribed to me? In this charge I am blamed for << the long con- 
& cealment, and late communication of this intention (viz. of the fine) time not being allowed 
s to my colleague to confider the nature and confequences of fuch a projeét, or to advife any 
$ precaution concerning the fame.” The grounds on which this charge is founded are, that 
althouxh Í communicated my intentions to Major Palmer in June, it does not appear that Í 
‘communicated them to Mr. Wheler till the eve of my departure. It is fuppofed that the eve 
means the preceding night: Affuredly it will admit of a larger conftruétion. From my recol- 
lection, at this diftance of time, I will venture to affirm, that my intentions were communi- 
cated to Mr. Wheler fome weeks before my departure \ believe I may fay, almoft as foon as they 
were formed, for 1 was then in the habit of he moft confidential intercourfe with him; nay, I 
think it probable, that they were communicated to him even before they were to Major Palmer, 
as that Gentleman arrived in Calcutta only a very fhort time before my departure, which was on 
the 7th of July. I avow my intention of fining Cheyt Sing fifty lacks. This was the *“* Im- 
& provemcnt of the intereft which the Company poffefled in the Semindace,” alluded to in my 
minute on the occafion. And as I own myfelf not to have forefeen Cheyt Sing’s flrght or rebel- 
lion, I did conceive it poffible to have formed an arrangement of this kind ‘* with the Rajah,” 
and it was certainly <<‘ fit and confonant to the mutual engagements fubfifling between the Com- 
pany and the Rajab.” This I will prove at large: A fine was what I meant to exaét—and ro 
fine was a right exprefsly referved to the Company (fee a fecret letter from the Governor General 
and Council of Bengal, dated 15th January, 1776— i. e. General Clavering, Colonel Monfon, 
and Mr. Francis): ** We thought it advifeable to fix a proper weight and ftandard, to be inva- 
< riably obferved by the Rajah in all money which might be coined, on pain of forfeiting the 
<< mint, and being liable to any penalty the Board might think fit to impofe, on the firft inftance of 
s any deviation.” The fame fovereiznty which could dictate fo authoritatively on one occafion, 
muit have had an equal right in others; and therefore the exacétion and payment of a penalty 
was conf:nant to the engagements between the Company and the Rajah. Sujah ul Dowlah levied a 
fine, on the death of the father, for invefting the Son. Here then we have a fecond right made 
over, with the other appendages of fovereignty, to the Company. Had not our powerful inter- 
pofition prevented the confequences of Bulwant Sing’s treachery to his mafter, in 1764, Sujah 
ul Dowlah would probably have exerted, with fignal rigour, a third right of fining, and have 
furnifhed me with a precedent full in point to my treatment of Cheyt Sing. The inference there- 
fore is, that the right of fining was general—perhaps arbitrary; but for.that I am not refponfible: 
It is a defect woven into the texture of the Mogul fy{tem—It will no doubt be moft happy for 
the inhabitants of Afia, when the defpotic inftitutes of Jengheez Khawn or Tamerlane fhall 
give place to the liberal fpirit of a Britifh legiflature; and 1 fhall be amply fatisfied in my prefent 
profecution, if it {hail tend to haften the approach of an event fo beneficial to the great interefts of 
mankind. In my narrative of the fubfequent tranfactions betwecn Cheyt Sing and myfelf, com- 
pofed while all the circumftances were {trong in my recollection, 1 have detailed every particular 
neceilary for a complete comprehenfion of the painful part I had to fupport.—To the colourings 
which are put upon many of my expretlions by the fubtilties of conitruction, I fhall make few or no 
-objeétions. Truth is my immediate aim, and I cannot ftep out of my way to glean up every 
cafual] infinuation ; otherwife ! might obferve, that ‘ cannot well conceive why, on my refufal to 
fee the Rajah, it houll te pronounced that ! ‘* rudely and infolently forbad his vift.” Is it rude to 
be pereuiptory ? or is refolu ion infulence? if he were: great Prince, I, as bi eae sag his Sove- 
reign, thoul:] feem a great King. I gave the Rajan in writing my charges refpedting his condućt, 
<c informal”? perhaps, and ** irregular ;”’ (for where fhould 7 have acquired the legal precifion requifite 
for a [pecial pleader?) but certainly fubfantial, and momentous, and juff. E have faid that his 
axnfwer was ** not only unfatisfactory in fubftance, but oficnfive in ftyle.’’ 14 repeat the affertion 
now, that near five years fince elapfed have cooled my refentments (if J ever had any) and that my 
feelines are no longer interefted by concomitant circumftances. It was filled with fhuffling ex- 
‘cufes and palpable falfthoods. It ftated thet the Rajah had furnifhed the additional five lacks of 
rupees ‘t with the utmsft readine/s ;’? and that he had ‘* taken a penalty bond from his Aumils that 
< they fhould keep no thieves in their difiriéts.”? Was all this true, or fatisfaéory, or decent ?— 
J had now reafon to fufpect that the Rajan would never come to fuch, ** an arrangement’’ as 
J wifhed, till he had, at leait in fome flight degree, fele the hand of authority ; and Iac- 
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cordingly put him under an arreft. No infult, no menace, no violence of any kind, was in- 
tended or applied: I even wrote to him to calm any appreherfions tor perfonal fofety which he 
might be weak enough to entertain; and received his anfwer, that ‘* he was entirely free from 
** concern and apprehenfion.” What followed I need not here particularize. ily conduct was 

ulated by events -which I could neither forefee nor controul. All my original meafures were 
broken through, all my- defigns annihilated, by the barbarous mafMacre of my unarmed troops, 
and the unexpeéted- flight of Cheyt al a Every ftep which f had taken before that fatal mo- 
ment is an incontrovertible proof, that | had formed no defizn $$ of feizinz upon the Rajah’s 
«c treafures, or of depofing ina 3” and certainly, at the time when T did form the defign or 
making the punifhment of his former ill conduét fubfervient to the exigencies of the State, by 
a large fine, ** Z did not believe him guilty of that premeditated project for driving the Fnglifs out 
<< of. Ind#a, with which I afterwards charged him.’’—Had i been forewarned of this projeSt in 
the extent I afterwards difcovered, I moft affuredly would have anticipated his fchemes with 
more folid effect, and without perfonal hazard: 1 would never have propofed to ‘* fettle his 
<< Zemindary upon him,” on any footing at all. Nothing therefore can cqual my furprize at 
the tenor of this part of the charge, except my incapacity to anfwer, without contridiction, 
two accufations totally contradiétory. In the 13th, 14th, and 15th claufes of this 3d feétion of 
the 3d charge, I am accufed of implacability to all the Rzjah’s humble fubmiffionus ; cf perfe- 
verance in rejecting all accommodation (though feveral offers were made); and of- ** being 
< filled with infolence and malice,’ in not replying to the R-«jah’s letters, after he had fo noto- 
rioufly drawn the fword of rebellion. And in the 27th cJaute of the fame fection of the fame 
charge, itis afierted, that if I ** had conceived him (Cheyt Sing) to have entertained trai- 
& terous defigns againft the Company, from whom he held his tributary eftate, or had heen 
& otherwife guilty of fuch enormous’ offences as to make it neceflary to take extraordinary 
€ methods for coercing him, #t would not have been proper to fettle upon fuch a traitor and 
s eriminal the Zemindary of Benares, or any other territory, upon the moft eligibl.. cr upon 
& any other footing whatever.” “Thus am Iin one and the fame charge accufed of being /evere, 
andtold ıt “© would not have been proper” for me to have been lenient :—Cenfured for intending 
to fe.tle the Zemindary upon Cheyt Sing, and cenfured for having rejeéted 21l his offers towards 
a fettiement.—! can only anfwer to this forenidable dilemma, that fo long as | conceived Cheyt 
Sing’s mifconduét and contumacy to have me rather than the Company for its objeét, at leaft 
to be apa the effe&t of pernicious advice or mifguided folly, witheut any formal defign of 
openly refifling our authority, or difclaiming our fovercignty, } looked upon a confidercble fine 
as fufticient both for his immediate punifhment, and for binding him to future good behaviour : 
I therefore entertained no ferious thoughts of expelling him, or proceeding otherwife to vio- 
lence ; but when be and his pecple broke out into the moft atrocious acts of rebellion and 
murder ; when the ‘Jus fortioris et Lex ultima Regum were appealed to en his part (and without 
any fufficient plea afforded him on mine) I from that moment confidered him as the traitor and. 
criminal defcribed in the charge; and no conceffiens, no humiliations, no fubmiffions, could 
ever after induce me ‘* to fettle the Zemindary of Benares, cr any other territory, upon him, 
*© on any footing whatever.” * 


Minutes delivered by me at the Council Board during the time that the ceffion of the Sove- 
Togu of Benares and Gazipoor was negociated with the Vizier, are quoted againfi me in the 
28th claufe of this part of the charge. The minute in queftion deces undouktcdly contain my 
Sentiments at that period, but thofe /extiments went for nothirg : General Clavering and his ma- 
jority decided againft my opinion; ‘* the meajure is /friétly and exclufively their own ;’? I, there- 
fore, have nothing to do with it. But when, by the death of two who compoted that majority, 
I became fomewhat more than a mere pageant in the Admiiniftration, ' neceflzrily refumed the 
bufinefs where they had Icft it ; I confidered Cheyt Sinz precifely what they had made bim, a tri- 
butary landholder; not what Z would have ma'e him (but was over-ruled) an indepencent 
Prince, and a powerful Ally, placed as a barrier between the Vizier and Government of 
Bengal.—JZ would have caufed the Company’s tribute to be received at Patna within the Com- 
pany’s Provinces: T hey caufed it to be received at Penares.—I would have renounced the fo- 
vereignty of his country: They aflumed it. “he /overeignty which they affumed, it fell to my 
lot, very unexpectedly, to exert ; and whether or not ‘* {uch powers, or powers of that nature, 
‘© were delegated to me by any provifions of any Act of Parliament,’”? 1 confefs inyfcif toco 
little of a lawyer to ‘pronounce. I only know, that the acceptance of the ‘fovercignty of 
Benares, &c. is riot acknowledged or admitted by any aćt of Parliament; and yet, by tne }ar- 
ticular interference of the majority of the Council, the Company is clearly and indifputably 
feized of that fovereignty. That if, therefore, the fowereiguiy of Benares, as ceded to us by 
the Vizier, have any rights whatever annexcd to it (and be net a mere empty word without 
meaning) thofe rights muft be fuch as. are held, countenanced, and cftablifhed by the law, 
cuftom, and ufage of the Mogul Empire, and not by the provifions of any Bnitifh AQ of Par- 
liament hitherto enacted. Thofe rights (and none other) I have been the involuntary inftrument 
of enforcing. And if any future Act of Parliament .fhall poefitively, or by implication, tend to 
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auninil.te tLofe very-rights, or their exertion, as I have exerted them, I much fear, that the 
hboaited foverciznty of Benares, which was held up as an acquifition almoft obtruded upon the 
Company, againit my confent and opinion (for I acknowledge that, even then, | forefaw many dif- 
cultics and inconveniences in its future exerciie) I fear, I fay, that this fovereignty wili be found 
a burthen initead of a benefit ; a heavy clog, rather thanaprecious gem, toits prefent-pofleffors. I 
mean, unleis the whole of our territory in that quarter fhall be rounded, and madean uniform com-~ 
pact body, by one grand and fy{tematic arrangement; fuch an arranuement as {hall do away all 
the mitchiefs, doubts, and inconveniences (both to the Governors and governed) arifing from the 
wericiy of tenures, rights, and claims in all cafes of landed property and feudal jurifdiction in 
Jadia ; from the informality, ‘invalidity, and inftability of alltenzagements in fo divided and un- 
fettied a {tate of fociety ; and from the unavoidable anarchy and confufion of different laws, re- 
Jigions, and prejudices, moral, civil, and political, all jumbled together in one unnatural and 
Ciicordant mafs. Every part of Hindeftan has been conftantly expofed to thefe and fimilar 
difadvantages ever fince the Mahomedan conquefts. The Hindeos, who never incorporated 
with their congucrors, were kept in order only by the ftrong hand of power. The conftant 
necenity of iimilar exertions would increafe at once their energy and -extent, fo that rebellion 
itfelf is tac parent and promoter of defpotifm. 


Sovereignty in India implies nothing elfe; for I know not how we can form an cftimate of 
its powers but from its viiible effeéts—and thofe are -evcry where the famc, from Cabool to 
Aliam. The whole hiftory of Afia is nothing more than precedents to prove the invariable ex- 
ercife of arbitrary power. Toal this I ftrongly alluded in the minutes | delivered in Council, 
when the treatv- with the new Vizier was on footin 1775; and I wifhed to make Cheyt Sing 
independent, becaufein India dependance included a thoufand evils, many of which I enumerated 
at that time, and they are entered in the oth claufe of the farft feCQlion of this charge. J/-Anew the 
powers wiih which an Indian fovercignty is armed, and the- dangers to which tributaries are expofed. 
I knew, that from the Hiftory of Afia, and from the very nature of mankind, the fubjeécts of a 
def{potic cmpire arc always vigilant for the moment -to rebel, and the Sovereign is ever jealous of 
rebellious intentions. A Zemindar is an Indian fubject, and as fuch expofed to the common lot 
of his fellows. ‘* Lhe mean and depraved flate cf a mere Zemindar’’ is, therefore, this very de- 
pendunce above mentioned on a defpotic Government—this very ._pronenefs to fhake off his alle- 
giance, and this verv exp vure to continual danger from his Sovereign’s. jealoufy, which are 
confequent on the ponies! Hote ef Hindoftanic Governments. Bulwant Sing if he -bad deen, 
and Cheyt Sing as long cs ne was, a Zemindar, ftoud exactly in this “* mean and depraved 
66 flai by the coniritn.ion of bis country. JI did not make it for him, but would have fecured 
him from it. Thsje wn- made him a Zemindar entailed upon him the confequences of fo mean 
Onda depiuz .texure. Ally Verdy Cawn and Coffim Ally fixed all their Zemindars, on the 
necesiitic: ot war, and on every pretence, either of Court neceflity, -or Court extra- 
vagince. 


F have but few words to alledge in mv own behalf on the depofitions, affidavits, and other 
soit monies annexed to my narrative. -Every man wil] fee that in fo fingular a fituation I could 
de no otherwife. If the means I made ufe of were the df? in my power, 1 ftand acquitted cf 
nevlect or ill mtention. T he perfons who have given their feveral teftimonies on the occafion 
were not felected for the purpofe by me, but are fuch as were on the fpot, and who owed their 
knowledge of the tranfacétions either to aétual infpection, or to fkaring a part of the common 
difficultics: How fuch of the evidence as was attefted upon oath could be “* mot ft-or decent to 
<t be taken ly a Britifh mcgiftrate, or to be tranfmitted to a Britifh Governmment,”’ 1 am ftill at a lofs 
to comprehend. I have always thought that an affidavit might be fworn to before any of his 
Meajifiy s Juftices of the Peace, whether tn or out of the particular and local jurifdiction of that 
mapittrate. - Britifh fubjects could certainly {wear with propriety -before no other perfon whatever, 
while {uch a magiftrate was onthe fpot ; and if I had neglected this precaution, 1 cannot doubt 
but it would have been converted inte a much more formidable charge againft'me, ‘*that, with 
< every opportunity for completely vindicating all the fteps I had taken in this.affair, I had moft 
“© Jhamefully, and fraudulently, and unjuf/sifably omitted to have the feveral circumftances detailed 
“< in writing and-upon oath, although one of his Majefiy s “Fuftsces was upon the fpot at the time.” 
Im a matter of mere affidavit, (no trial in aCourtof ‘Juftice then pending) I never have heard 
that it was ufual, or expected, or neceflary to have a perfon prefent ‘* to object to the com 
** petence or credibility, or relevancy of the.affidavit.”” To the admiffion of fuch objedtions, a 
Juttice of Peace, out of his local jurifdiction, is certainly not competent: It alters the very nature 
of the function; and would canitieute a judicial procefs between two parties, before a Judge 
who holds no Court, end to whom neither party is amenable. But thefe are fophiftries totally 
unconnected with the main queftion. I deemed Cheyt Sing a rebel and a traitor; l accordingly 
rejected his fubmiffions, and expelled him from his Zemindary. The affidavits are meant as 
proofs of his rebellion for the fatisfaction of others: My own conviction wanted no fuch affittance ; 
mor would any objections he could have made ever fhake a tittle of my epinion. My fuperiors, 
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the Court of Directors, in their letter to Bengal of the 28th January, 1784, nave feet, 
«$ After the refiftance which the Rajah had madle, no countenance coud be confiflently Jean Pung 
« nor was any meafure for his reftoration ever propofed.” To them, therefore, si te sheir 
fenfe of the Rajah’s guilt, I may appeal for the propriety of tranimitting thofe tcfiimonies. 
It was a mafs of evidence, which on the whole proved the futhciency of the grounds on 
‘which I have acted. 


PAX T IV. and Ve 


FF AM here accufed of having caufed a fecond, and then a third ** revolution in Benares :” 
“Thatis, the removal of a Collector or Receiver General of the Province is put on the footing 
of a difpofleffion of the immediate landholder and Zemindar ; which amounts nearly to aflert- 
ing, that the difmiffion of a Miniftry in this country is as complete a revolution as the abdication 
of James the Second. Theexpulfion of Cheyt Sing was indifputably a‘* revolution”’—I have 
always called it fo. The fubfequent arrangements were merc internal corrections of a fyftem 
which experiment proved to be imperfect. When anew fyftem was to be formed with the fuc- 
ceffor of Cheyt Sing, (who, not being his heir, kad no claim of right) 1 faw no objection to 
making the Company’s interefts my firit principle of adtion. “Lhe eafy accumulation of tco 
much wealth had been Cheyt Sing’s ruin; it had buoyed him up with extravagant and ill- 
founded notions of independence, which I very much wifhed todifcourage in the future Rajah, 
Some part therefore of the fuperabundant produce of the country [ turned into the coffers of 
. the Sovereign, by an augmentation of the tribute. To the mint, and the exercife of criminal 
juftice, we were exclufively entitled by the very ač? of ceffion from the Vizier; and they were 

oth given upto Cheyt Sing asa matter of perfonal] favour on’y: That we had not given upto 
him the right as well as the funtion, is proved by the paragraph above quoted, where an arbi- 
trary penalty, and a@étual deprivation, are denounced again{ft him for che very firft abafement of 
coin, by the authority of the Council, without my participation inthe act. Thefe two, there- 
fore, I refumed, from conviction of its being proper and neceflary fo to do. The one is held by 
the Britifh Refident, nominated and appointed by the Company, Mr. Fowke, by whom [ 
believe it to have been moft honourably conduéted; the cther Lintrufled, with fome new and ne- 
cefflary modifications, to a Mahomedan of the firft abilities in India, and of the moft unim- 
peachable integrity ; under whofe adminiftration tranquillity, good order, and fecurity have 
taken place in a degree never before experienced in Benares. ‘I'he inhabitants have greatly 
increafed fince that period, and upwards of. 2,500 houfes (as he informs me in a letter I have 
lately received from him) have been added tothe city. To obviate mifunderftanding, I muft 
-obferve, that the adminiftrator of criminal juftice in Benares has always been of the Maho- 
medan religion, and was always appointed by Sujah ul Dowlah himfelf to the day of his death. 
Of the events fubfequent to Cheyt-Sing’s expulfion, I conceive a very flight account to be fuf- 
ficient. . I fettled the affairs of the Zemindary at that period with as much care and circumfpec- 
tion as the fhortnefs of the time, and the variety of my employments, would permit. It hap- 
pened (for which I was by no means blameable) that the perfons in whom I entrufted the 
executive powers of the Zemindary, and whom I chofe becaule they were the neareft relations 
of the Rajah, were inadequate to the duty. ' I had reafon' to doubt their ‘integrity as well as 
capacity, and therefore I caufed them to be removed. <A /¢con- experiment proved equally unfa- 
tisfactory, and fromthe fame caufes. I was therefore reduced to exert the fame remedy; but 
during thefe ‘neceflary, and by no means extraordinary, changes of Miniftry, the Rajah himfelf 
and his people were in perfect fecurity: The very removal of the effective adminiftrator, on 
his oppreffive conduct and official peculation, has operated on the minds of the inhabitants very 
greatly in favour of Britifh integrity and good government. It is a fact, and I can adduce very 
many gentlemen now in London to confirm my affertion, that the countries of Benares and 
Gazipoor were never,- within the memory of Englifhmen, fo well protected, fo peaceably 

overned, or more induftrioufly cultivated, than at the prefent moment: And as for the city of 

enares, I appeal to the lettcrs which have been lately received from MadajeeScindia, by his 
Majefty and the Eaft-India Company, and which were written months after my departure, to 
prove, that my regulations had not only contributed greatly to the peaceand good order of that 
city, but had extended the credit and reputation of the Englifh Government to every part of 
indoftan.and Deccan. 
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PREFACE TO FHE FOURTH CHARGE.: 


P ucar I proceed to reply to the charges refpe&ting my conduét to the Begums, and on 
the aifairs of Owde, I muft obferve that they contain particulars of which I was totally 
ignorant until I read them in the charges. I am, therefore, very much indebted to the afiift- 
ance of Mr. Middleton, and to the information of gentlemen who were in Owde when the 
tranfactions alluded to happened. By thefe aids, I have been enabled to reply fully to thefe 
charges; and every affertion in my reply is capable of proof, either by documents now before 
this Honourable Houfe, or by evidence ready to be produced at its Bar. For the conveniency of 
this Honourable Houte, I fhall reply to thefe charges, not as they are numbered, but as the 
fubjects are conneéted. Firft, ** the Princefles of Owde;”’ fecond, ** mifdemeanors in Owde ;” 
third, ** deftruction of the Rajah of Sahlone;” and, fourth, ** Furruckabad.”’ 


CHARGE T H E FOUR T H. 


PRINGESSES OF ORD £ 


T is certainly not true, that the Nabob of Owde was ever under the controul of the Ben- 

gal Government, in the extent ftated in this charge. That the Refident, who reprefented 
the Council General, had an influence at his Court, cannot be difputed ; but it is notorious 
that the a&s of the Nabob’s Government were, on various occafions, remonftrated againft, 
and ineffectually oppofed by the Refident, as may be feen by the public correfpondence of 
Mefirs. Middleton and Briftow. It cannot, therefore, be admitted, that ‘* the Englifh name 
“© and charaéter were concerned in every aét of his Government, or in any not authorized 
<< by thems” 


Allowing it te be true, that the country of Owde was ina flourifhing ftate before our inter- 
ference, turely I cannot be chargeable with the evils refulting from the fyftem we eftablifhed, 
fince I gave all the oppofition I could to the firft introduction of it. The fyftem was undoubt- 
edly very ccfeétive, and generally prejudicial to the Nabob’s affairs, inafmuch as it neceflarily 
eftaLlifhed a degree of interference in his government, undefined by any precife rule; which 
however difcreetly ufed, could not fail to weaken his authority, and in many cafes to be pro- 
ductive of all the evils confequent on a divided government. The Refident, for inftance, 
though officially competent to no pofitive a& of his own, found himfelf, on fome occafions, 
driven to the neceflity even of oppofing the execution of the Nabob’s orders to the officers of 
his own government, as the only means of defending the fecurities made over to him for the 
public claims of the Company ; for however willing his Excellency may have been to grant 
affignments for the liquidation of his debt, he was never very fcrupulous of infringing them, 
when prefled by other importunate creditors, but has frequently granted T uncaws upon 
Aumils, whofe revenue, toits utmoft amount, he well knew had been previoufly affigned over 
to the Company. In fuch cafes the Refident, though invefted with no oftenlible authority, 
would have failed in his duty, had he not refifted, and exerted every means in his power to 
maintain his priority of claim, however confcious he might be that in fo doing he weakened the 
authority of the Nabob in the eyes of his Aumils and fubjeéts in general. This conduét of 
the Nabob forced the Refident intoacompetition with his authority, and exhaufted the revenues 
of the affigned lands, by giving new drafts, with new powers, on what was already pledged to 
its utmoft extent, which may have been one fource of the decline of the Nabob’s country, 
fince our conneétion with it ; but more obvious ones may certainly be traced, in the great and 
conftant drain of fpecie from the Nabob’s into the Company’s provinces; in the fupinenefs and 
inactivity of his Excellency’s adminiftration ; and, laftly, in the calamity of three fucceflive 
years drought, which, if we may judge from the fatal experience of a fingle year’s failure of 
the natural rains in our own provinces, would have left them an entire wafte, without cultiva- 
tion or inhabitants. The eftimate of the revenues of Owde at the prefent Nabob’s acceflion 
to the Government, as given in this charge, is fallacious; for, from the year 1777» when I 


re-appointed my own Agent to the Nabob’s Court, the revenue never amounted co any thog 
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like the fum ftated, even if the revenues of Benares were included. Two millions fterling 
would have been much nearer the reality. T'he revenuc never was equal to the enormous bur- 
then of the two Englifh brigades, with the progreflive liquidation of the accumulated heavy 
balance, and the ineffectual endeavour to realize fuch claim, from the common‘refources of the 
country, was ever a fource of the greate{t embarraiimcent and diftrefs to the Naboh’s affairs. 
‘Ihe balance on the annual Tuncaws or aflignments was always confiderable, but never greater 
than it was at the time of Mr. Briftow’s firit removal, and Mr. Middleton’s appointment to the 
Court of -O wde, (the beginning of 1777) nor the confufion in the country more: fericus or 
alarming, as ’may be proved by the public correfpondence of that period. But neither Arall J, 
nor the Refident of my choice, be chargeable with any of tke evils antecedent to that tune, as 
the whole powers of government were lodged in other hands. 


The moft rigorous means were adopted, and even threats of mflitery execution reforted to in 
the time of the late Refident, Mr. Brftow, in the year'1776, to exact the payment then made 
by the. Begum ; nor would any fofter methods have availed, as fhe declared ** fhe would tooner 
& throw her treafures-and-jewéls into the river, than advance the. Nabob a-fingle rupee.” Her 
jewels, cloaths, and houfehold utenfils, were permitted to be taken in default of ready money 
payments, and converted to the Company’s ufe by public auction in Calcutta, without any 
difapprobation having been fiznified by the Council General, either of the principle on which 
the claim had been made on the Begum, or the mode of enforcing it. All delicacy was necef- 
farily laid afide ; -and it became now a queftion, ‘* whether the Nabob,”’ as Mr. Brifeow {tated, 
4c fhould feize his right, or fuffer a lack of fouls to perifh, and the fovereignty ef thefe pro- 
«<< vinces to be transferred ‘to another family.’’ The Board, fo far from difapproving this doétrine 
of Mr. Briftow, that two of: the Members, Colonel Monfon and Mr. Francis, recorded their 
opinion, ** That the Begum who fucceeded to the treafures fhould pay ** all the fums dueto the 
<- Company,” and Mr. Francis exprefled his aftonifhment, that the Begum, ** in a country 
&. where women are not allowed a free agency in the moit trifling doméitic concerns,” fhould, 
as the condition of yielding up thofe treafures, claim an interference in the Naboh’s government, 
and “ prefume to talk of appointing Miniiters, and governing kingdoms.” The concluding 
words of Mr. Francis are very ftrong, ** With refpect to receiving her into the Provinces, I fhall 
& have no objection, provided fhe can obtain the Nebol’s conjent; without that, fhe can have no 
$: right to remove the rmmenfe wealth Jhe poffcffes, or even her own perfor, out ct his dominions.”’ 
Thefe were the opinions- of two of the leading Members of the Council at that time, on the 
claim -fet-up’ by the Nabob, and the independent rights of the Begum; and yet there was then no 
aecufation azgainft her of rotorious difaffect'on and confpiracy. <+ The treafures fhe poficiled,” 
Mr. Briftow faid, ** were the treafures of the ftate, as fhe had not fucceeded to them by any 
‘© legal title ;? the Nabob was, thercfore, ftriétly juttificd in demain: them; and if there 
was anything in the whole proceeding, which did not accerd with ihe tentimrents of people in 
general, “it wasthe part we officioufly took to prevent the Nob. Ls recov ring the whole of his 
patrimontal-eftate from thofe who fraudulently withheld it from arn. He was- charged with the 
whole of. his father’s debts; his life was repeatedly endangered by the iniurrections of his troops, 
who had ‘been left many months in arrears; and he was morcover divefted by us of a valuable 
part of his dominions ; and yet we prevented him from availing himfelf, as he hed undoubted 
right to do, of the means which were left.him of fatistying thofe debts; the whole of which had 
been incurred in the accumulation of the very wealth he was now contending: for. 


It is not true, that the Begums were left in charge of the late Nabob’s treafures, or other valu- 
able effects, -for the purpofes fet forth in the Charge, of maintaining his offspring and depen- 
dants; the old Begum, the mother of Sujan ul PJowlah, is entirely out of the gucition, having 
had no prefents entrufted to her care, but-fhe became poficiled of them in her capacity of 
truftee and treafurer of the deceafed, who for fome'time before his death ** depofited the furpius 
“© of his revenues with the Bow Beguin, to provide againit an emergency.” Hence the whole 
of his property, of what fort foever, was in her cuftody atthe time of his death, but ftill as a 
depofit, though’ from the hands of his mother; for they were the rights of the State which fhe 
had in charge.— But I mutt repeat, that. 1 difapprove, and ftill condemn the interference of our 
Refident; becaufe we had no concern in it, and our credit fuffered in the opinions of mankind, 
from the natural difguft which would be excited by a contention between afonand his mother, 
and by our appearance as incendiaries, inftead of comciliators in it: But no man could ever 
-affert or believe that it was therefore her own. It was undoubtedly a conftituent part of the 
hereditary eftate, which devolved to the Nabob Afoph ul Dowlah on his fathci’s demife, and 
-as fuch ought to have been wholly delivered up-to him; but the Begum retufed to give up any 
‘thing, until coercive meafures were threatened, and then fhe confented only to the payment of 
thirty, out of one hundred and:‘feventy lacks, which Mr. Briftow declared, that, on the moft 
moderate computation, fhe pofiefled ; and making a merit even of this condefcenfion, fhe was 
fuffered to demand, and actually to exact, fromthe Nabob, an increafe of Jaghires to ten times 
the amount of the income-which had -been fettled upon the old Begum by her deceafed fon, 
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Sujah ul Dowlah, for thé maintenance of herfelf, and the numerous family and dependants of 
her late hutband, Sufdur Jung. “Che agreement thus entered into between the Nabob and his 
mother was ratified by Mr. Briftow, without any authority; but ‘* as the urgency of the cafe 
«e rendered it neceflary, the Board approved the ratification.” “The Board, I have faid, ap- 
proved of it, and I was a Member of the Board, but I was an inefficient Member of it; the 
whole of this tranfaction having pafled under the order and guidance of the majority of the 
Poard, which excluded me from any fhare in their acts, equally in fuch as I approved, and in 
fuch as I difapproved. It will appear, from the preceding reafoning, that I approved of the 
Nabob’s affertion of his own right to re-claim the treafures of his inheritance. 


It is not true that the women and children of the late Nabob were left, or intended to be 
left, dependent on the Bow Begum. ‘hey were feparately provided for, and though from the 
failure of the funds affigned for their maintenance, they were too often fubjected to great in- 
convenience, they never experienced any acts of benevolence from the Begum, beyond an occa- 
fional donation of a few rupees tothe children, when fhe condefcended, which was indeed very 
feldom, to permit themto wait upon her. Neither is it true, that the Jaghires were left the Begum 
by the late Nabob. At the time of his death, the diftriéts which afterwards conftituted the 
Jaghire were held by the Begum on the footing of a farm, under the name and management 
of Jewar Ally Cawn, with whom the accounts of the fame were annually adjufted at the 
Khbalfa. To the prefent Nabob, therefore, fhe was indebted for the principal part of her 


Jaghires. 


The treaty and guarantee, though ratified, it would appear, by the Council only, becaufe 
ec the urgency of the cafe rendered it neceflary ;”” and, though the Begum, before fix months 
had elapfed, had, by Mr. Briftow’s acknowledgment, ‘* forfeited her claim to the proteétion of 
< the Company, by infringing the conditions of the treaty to which they were guarantees,” 
were moft facredly adhered to by me, until] the mifconduct of the Begums and their dependants, 
on the occafion of the infurrection at Benares, would have made it an aét of the greateft in- 
iuftice.in the Company to themfelves to continue their protection: the guarantee was then 
withdrawn, and the Nabob was permitted to renew and profecute his claim to his inheritance- 
Previous to that period, the Refident, by my orders, on all occafions employed the utmoft 
influence of his ftation, to guard the Begums’ aflumed privileges from invafion, and in various 
inftances, as will appear from his public correfpondence, did oppofe, almoft by violence, the 
defizns of the Nabob, where they were hoftile or offenfive to the Begum. He repeatedly went 
to Fyzabad, purpofely to mediate between the Nabob and his mother, and reconcile mutual 
animofities.; which, on one fide, were perpetually excited by the jealoufy and interefted views 
of the two principal eunuchs, Jewar and Behar Ally Cawn; and in every other inftance 
whatfoever, he invariably fhewed that attention and refpeét to the Begum, which was due to 
her from the near relation fhe bore to our ally. This the Bow Begum herfelf admitted, ob- 
ferving, in her letter to Mr. Briftow, ** That the Nabob, her fon, had once before threatened 
<¢ tofeize her Jaghire, but Mr. Middleton interfered, and prevented it ;’" and there is not the 
fhadow of a doubt, that but for this interpofition, his Excellency would Jong before not onl 
-have feized her Jaghires, but have wrefted from her the treafures fhe unjuftly withheld fron 
him. 


The Nabob was permitted to refume the Jaghires, becaufe they were found highly prejudicial 
to the revenue of the ftate, and he granted, to fuch as were entitled to that indulgence, fttipends 
in money equivalent to the net produce of their lands. “Che Begums were exprefsly provided 
for, and the payments were to be made them, not at the difcretion of the Nabob, but from the 
company’s I reafury under charge of the Refident. Where then was the pretended injury, 
{ince the Begums were regularly to receive, according to their own flatement, to the utmoft amount 
of what they ever realized from their Jaghires? ‘Ihis propofal was repeatedly made to them 
in writing, and fully explained to their agents, by the Nabob, his Minifters, and the Refident, 
Dut was anfwered with the grofleft indecency and abufe, and the moft violent denunciation of 
vengeance on the whole country, in cafe thcir Jaghires were touched. Wath re{peét to the 
other Jaghirdars, excepting only the Nabob Salar Jung, and a very few others, they were 
gencrally the meaneft and moft contemptible of the Nabobd’s fubjeéts, and in no fhape deferving 
of his bounty. hey were, in fhort, his Orderlies, and other perfons of that ftamp, the 
companions Gf his loofer hours. “Phe perfonal influence of thefe men, which was very pow- 
erful, was naturally exerted to defeat adefizgn which fo materially affected their interefts, and 
not without confiderable efficacy, as appecarcd by the Nabob’s fubfequent conduét when the 
meafire of refuimption came to be carried into execution, dt was on their account only that 
any difficultics were flarted, and could thefe men have been exempted, his Excellency would 
molt ce tainly have made no hcfitation abou: the reft; but it would indced have heen a difgrace 
to the influence which we were fuppofed to have acquired in this Government, to have fuffered 
@ partial diltinction iy favour of fuch unworthy objects. 
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‘No injury was intended, or could -poflibly arife, to the Begums, from the rcfumption of 
the Jaghires; they were found deftructive of the Nabob’s revenue, and dangerous to the very 
jarf daa of his Government; tney had been made the fources to feed a rebeliion. It was 
neceffary therefore to refume them ; and the only change which the Bepums’ fituation could 
undergo from it, was the fubftitution of the Nabob’s agency, with the pledged fecurity of tne 
Company’s Refident, in lieu of that of their eunuchs Jewar and Behar Ally Cawn. No ftipu- 
pulation was made in favour of any other Jaghirdars, becaufe the faith of the Company was 
mot cencerned in it. 


The two diftinét aéts, of refuming the, Jaghires, and feizinz the treafures, are confounded, 
and improperly made to originate from one and the fame caufe, viz. the defection or the Be- 
gums in the iniurrection at'Benares. At the time that the refumption of the Jagbires was 
refelved on, the conduct of the Begums, though ftrongly fulpected, was not fufficiently 
afcertained to juftify the depriving them of Jaghires held under the pledge of the Company, 
witbout an equivalent; and accordingly a full compenfation was ftipulated. Thneir condué, 
in openly and moft violently oppofing, by armed force, the Nabob’s orders for the refumption 
of the Jaghires, though they were not to be lofers by it; their exciting chcir agents and other 
‘Jaghirdars to unite in forcible refiftance; and, laftly, the fubfequent information which was 
obtained of their zeal and a&ivity in fupporting the rebellion of Rajah- Cheyt Sing, and 
fpreading its confequences through the Nabob’s dominions, for the deciared purpofe of our 
extirpation, were the groundsof withdrawing the Company’s guarantee, and of the confequent 
confifcation of their treafures. Admitting the facts alledged in the Refident’s correfpondence, 
-and confirmed by the folemn teftimony of fo many witneffes, both native and European, and of 
the latter many (fortunately for my honour) are in England, who could be no ways intcrefted 
in the iffue, no man furely can difpute the propriety of this meafure, whether its juftice or po- 
“licy be made the criterion of judging it; moft affuredly, no unprejudiced man in the country, 
“whether native or European, ever enterrained a doubt of the Begums’ having been extremely 
active in promoting. the infurreétion at Benares, and in the Nabob’s country: it remains, 
therefore, for juitice to decide, whether in fo doing they did or did not forfeit their claim to 
the proeseclion of the .Company, by which alone they had hitherto maintained whatever 
‘they pofiefied. 


When the Nabob fo earneftly defired my fanétion for the refumption of the -Jaghires, he 
certainly had in view only the Begums’ and a few others of magnitude, which he confidered 
protected, either by tbe- guarantee or favour of the Company. He could not be fuppofed to 
afk my fanction to the refumption of grants, in which the Company’s faith was no ways 
concerned ; but, being aware that his Excellency intended a partial refumption, referving the 
‘Jaghires of his particular favourites, who from their characters and condu@ ought to be the 
fir {cribed, I determined to defeat the defign, by advifing him to make therefumption general; 
and he oaa to follow my advice. The confequence of this his Excellency did not at the 
time advert to, but when he difcovered that, by the fpirit of the agreement, and my determined 
adherence to it, he was precluded from fhewing any partiality, and moreover that the produce 
7 the Jaghires, when refumed, inftead of coming immediately into his pofleffion, was to be 

ppropriated to the liquidation of his debt to the Company, for which I exprefsly ftipulated, 
he became indifferent, and even apparently averfe to the refumption. He was allo, as l have 
already remarked, greatly influenced by the inflammatory fuggeftions of incendiaries and 

fonal favourites about him, who -counteracted my defigns in all my proceedings with his 

cellency, by diffuading him from a meafure by which their interefts would be fo much 
affected. To thofe who are perfonally acquainted with the Nabob, it will not appear extraordi- 
-nary that all thefe caufes, combining and operating upon his mind, fhould have drawn him 
„into inconfiftencies of conduct, which to others may feem irreconcileable. 


It is not tructhat ‘Sir Elijah Impey was at Lucknow when I communicated my fentiments 
through him to the Refident, refpecting the Begum’s treafures. Sir Elijah was with me at 
Chunar, and the Refident did avail himfelf on this and other occafions of that gentleman’s 
prefence and confidential intercourfe with me, to afcertain my wifhes on certain points, which 
the multiplicity and importance of the bufinefs which I was then engaged in prevented my com- 
municating fo fully by letter. 


The Englith troops were not employed at Fyzabad until the Nabob formally demanded their 
aid, in confequence of holtile preparations to refit his claim upon the Begum for his deceafed 
father’s treafures, which he deemed his own force unable to repel. “The eunuchs were feizcd, 
not tur the puipofe of extorting money, as aflumed in the Charge, but as the agents and prin- 
cipal inftrumeaits of exciting hee infurrections before alluded to, and for aétual iain ina 
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‘Nabob had declared his firm intention, by letters to myfelf and the Refident, long before Ke 
went to Fyzabad, of feizing and feverely punifhing the two eunuchs of his mother, not only 
for their fhameful and infidious conduct during the troubles at Benares, but for their long and 
unremitted treachery, particularly to himfelf, in feeking every occafion of embroiling him with 
both his parents, and openly infulting his authority ; a conduct they had invariably purfued 
from the death of the late Nabob his father. ‘** They have preferved (fays Wr. Briftow, in his: 
% letter of the 25th of January, 1776) a total independence of the Nabob’s authority, beat 
+% the of—cers of his government, and refufed obedience to his Perwannahs.” Their perfons 
were accordingly feized on the Nabob’s-arriva] at Fyzabad, and fecured under a‘ftrict guard of 
the Company’s troops, the Nabob not thinking it prudent or fafe to truft them in the cuftody of 
his own fepoys, whilft furrounded with fuch large parties of their armed men afiembled in the 
neighbourhood, who had declared themfelves equal to any conteft with his Excelleney’s force, 
and determined on a defperate refiftance, had the attack upon them at Fyzabad been made by 
his ftrength alone. Soconfident, indeed, was the Begum in her own ftrength, under her two 
commanders, Jewar and Behar Ally Cawn, that fhe did on all occafions profefs to hold the 
troops of the State in the utmoft contempt, and oppofed them without ceremon « Do not 
+ you,” fays fhe to Mr. Briftow, ‘* take any part in the affair, and let Afoph ul Dowlah 
< and Murteza Cawn (the Nabob and his Minifter) in whatever manner they are able, endea- 


'** vour to take fums of money from me-—they will then fee the confequences,”” 


Upon a review and due confideration of thé fituation of affairs at Fyzabad, it appearing that 
thefe two eunuchs were capable of affording the Nabob the moft effectual affiftance in the reco- 
very of his claims on the Begum, and that in fact there was very little probability of fucceeding 
without their aid, it was deemed good policy to tempt them with affurances of a mitigation of 
their punifhment, in proportion as they might exert themfelves in the bufinefs. They, in con- 
fequence, promited every affiftance in their power, and charged- themfelves with the whole 
claim, which, after a tedious negociation, was compromifed at fixty lacks. On the ftrength 
of this engagement the cunuchs were permitted (in cuftody however of a fufficient guard) to 
return to their habitations in the town, for the declared purpofe of acquitting themfelves of 
their obligation, which they owned they could accomplifh in three days; they, however, broke 
this enzagement, and were guilty of fuch equivocation, falfehood, and evafion, produced pro- 
bably by their intercourfe with the Begums, as rendered it neceflary, in the judgment of the 
Nabob and his Minifters, to recur to rigorous treatment, as the only means of bringing them 
to an immediate adjufitnent, which it was well known, from their fituation with the Begums, 
wes within their reach. ‘The conditional obligation of their compromife with the Vizier was, 
that they fhould procure the immediate payment cf his claim upon the Begums, and in return 
they were promifed lenity. They wilfully broke the terms of the agreement, and it was there- 
fore juftifiable to replace them in the fituation in which they would have ftood, had no fuch 
compromife taken place; and they had added to their other offences the recent violation of’a 
folemn written obligation; but upon their again giving the ftrongeft affurances of fatisfying the 
Nabob’s claim, a new agreement, under the fan¢tion of the Begum, was entered into, in which 
they were allowed one month (confiderably more than they had even afked) to pay-wp the ba- 
lance, and they were in confequence freed from their reftraints, the ‘Nabob returning to his 
capital, leaving an Agent of his own with a proper guard to conclude the bufinef&. It very 
-foon, however, appeared, that this agreement was meant only to amufe and carry the Nabdb 
from Fyzabad, for at the expiration of the limited time very little had been paid, and only 
idle, fallacious, and infulting pretexts, with renewed promifes, offered in excufe for the fai- 
lure. Could then the Nabob, who knew that thefe men had the means of fatisfying his de- 
mand in one hour, be blamed for again directing recourfe to feverities, as the laft and only 
refort? There could be no doubt of the ability of the patties to comply with the demand ; for, 
notwithftanding the pretences which were ufed after the delivery of the fum obvioufly depo- 
fited with Behar Ally Cawn, for the purpofe of concealing the fecret hoartl in the Begum’s own 
charge, and the poor expedient of delivering jewels and effects to imprefs a belief of her having 
yielded up all, there is every reafon to fuppoie, from the beft informations that could be ob- 
taincd from the Minifters, and others converfant in the late -Nabob’s affairs, confirmed by the 
teftimony of Mr. Briitow, who fays, ‘* it is generally bclieved the Begum has four crores in 
“< her pofieffion; but I fancy I may venture to fay, fhe has one crore-and feventy lacks,” that the 
claim now made upon her did not amount to one-third of the atual wealth in her poffeffion. 
The circumftance of her yielding up jewels, plate, &c. declaring herfelf pofi¢ifled of no 
other means of fatisfying the demands, will not appear deferying of attention, when it is 
remembered that the fame pitiful expedients, and the fame ftories of poverty and wretchednefs, 
were praétifed on a former and fimilar occafion. ‘The INabob’s right was uncontrovertible, and 
the exigercy of his affairs, with his own and the Company’s troops, who were dependant on 
his refources, almoft in a ftate of general mutiny for their pay (our troops fix months in arrear) 
flronely compelling him to affert it (fetting afide the treachery of the Begums and their Agents, 
and tie political dagger of leaving them with fech pewe:ful means of extending their perni- 

“cious 


( 268 ) 


cious influence) it muft reft with this Honourable Houfe to decide the queftion, whether it was 
allowable, ** when the Nabob was reduced to fuch diftrefs, that his mother fhould ufelefsly 
«c keep up immen/e treafures,”” declared to be the T reafures of the State ; or how far he was war- 
ranted in directing the courfe he did, no other being practicable, to obtain his lawful 
demands. 


In refpect to the eunuchs, it may fuffice further to fay, that to thofe who were acquainted 
with their conduct during the rebellion of Benares, and fubfequently on the occafion cf refum- 
ing the jaghires, when thcy marched their troops in every direction, tor the avowed purpofe of 
refitting the Nabob’s orders, and in the moit unrecferved manner encouraged others to follow 
their example, the treatment they met with cannot appear harfh or undefervedly fevere; on 
the contrary, it was the general opinion that they merited even dcath, and death probably would 
have been the immediate portion, at leaftof Behar Ally Cawn, had the Nabob been left unin- 
fluenced to the gratification of his own well-grounded refentment, 


I have conducted the narration of the preceding detail to its clofe, without chufing to inter- 
rupt it, or dilturb the attention of my Honourable Hearers by the concluding obfervation, 
which I now think it neceffary to make upon it; becaufe I hold the whole feries of the acts 
thus connected ftrictly reconcileable to juftice, honour, and good policy, whoever were the 
parties concerned in them: but I muft at the fame time affirm, that thefe acts, whether right 
“or wrong, are not mine, though originating from me, in my confent yielded to the Nabob at 
his {pecial inftance, that he fhould reclaim the treafures kept back from him by his mother, and 
the jaghiers from all the jaghierdars, and from my fubfequent claim, which I avow to have 
been moit peremptory, that my confent to a meafure liable to fuch a variety of conftructions 
fhould not be perverted to an inftrument of private compromife, or the confiftency of my cha- 
racter forfeited by its being withdrawn after fuch rigorous and public denunciations of it. My 
laft orders, therefore, for its execution, is all that I am anfwerable for. The reft depended 
upon the inftruments which were employed in it, and fo little on myfelf, that I was ignorant 
of the whole mode of its execution, till it was done; and fo far as I am concerned in it, the 
whole Board were equally concerned and unanimous. 


Upon the letters of Colonel Hannay and Captain Gordon, quoted by the Bow Begum, in 
proof of her innocence of the conduct imputed to her and her fervants, it is oniy neceflary to 
obferve, that they were written at a time, and under the impreffion of the Begums having it 
very much in their power to contribute to the fafety, or poffibly to the deftruGtion, of Colonel 
Hannay’s detachment, then in a very precarious fituation in the neighbourhood of Fyzabad, 
and at a time too when our affairs at Benares were fuppofed by thofe officers to wear an unfa- 
vourable afpeét. The Colonel’s firft object was to procure fafety for the perfon of Captain 
Gordon, who was at the mercy of the Begums and their eunuchs; and for this purpofe he 
thought no means fo likely to fucceed, as declaring an implicit reliance on their friendfhip and 
good faith, and affecting to confider himfelf under obligations to them. Captain Gordon, 
however, moft probably owed his falvation to another influence. Soon after he fell into their 
hands, by the treacherous condu& of Behar Aily Cawn’s Naib and adopted fon, at Tanda, 
the news of {ome fuccelsful operations of cur troops at Benares reached the Begums and as 
affairs began to promife a fpeedy and decifive iflue in our favour, it is not furprizing 
that the Begums and their Agents fhould endeavour by aéts of kindnefs to efface the impreffion 
which they muft have been tenfible their conduét had made to their difcredit. “This was the 
explanation given by Colonel Hannay to Mr. Middleton of the motives of his conduét to the 
Begums at that period ; and the letters alluded to cannot pofibly bear any other conftru€tion, 
Without an imputation on the veracity and moral charaéter of the late Colonel Hannay, 
which his reputation and gencral conduct in life will not warrant. 


The teftimony of Colonel Hannay cannot now be had, but his explanation to Mr. Middle- 
ton of the motives of his conduct to the Becums and their Agents at that critical conjunc- 
ture of his own and the national affairs, that Gentleman will be ready at any time ta 


certify on oath; and the evidence of Captain Gordon may peffibly throw further light upon 
the fubject, 
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ANSWER TO THE FIFTH CHARGE, 


-F°eiere:£& OC CGE #4 AB A B 


N a Government conftituted like that of Furruckabad, it was extremely difficult, and pethaps 
utterly impofiible, to form any regular permanent fyitem. The Nabob Mozuffer Jung, as 
deferibed by every one, was a weak incapable man, and had the misfortune gencrally to be 
under the guidance of Counfellors nearly as incapable as hinvfelf, and wholly dejiitute of integrity. 
Upon fir. Sriftow’s firt appointment to the Court of Ovde, when | was a mere cvpher in the 
Goveinment, he invefted Mirza Abdulah Beg with a controuling authority over ‘he afvirs of 
the Nabob of Furruckabad, which he exercifed in the name of the Nabob Vizier,™but in effect 
uncer the exclufive directions of Mr. Briftow himfelf. The Nabcb Mozuffer Jung gricvouly 
complained of the opprefiion of Abdulah Beg. l am frce to confefs, that we interfered very 
improperly in the affairs of Furruckabad, and that in faét the appointment might with more 
propriety be called the appointment of Mefirs. Francis and Wheeler than my own. The peculiar 
circumftances of Mr. Shce’s fituation,. which I forbear to detail to this Honourable Houfe, ren- 
dered it necefiary, if pofiible, to procure. him an appointment out of Calcutta; ani the Board 
{unt him, with my conient, to Furruckabad. This, however, was an expedient of no avail, 
for equally loud were the complaints of Mozuffer Jung azain{t the Company’s Agent; and 
notwithftandinzg the fuppofed improbability of his foliciting redrefs from the Vizier, who was 
confidered as the fource of a!l his grievances, he a¢tually did fupplicate him to procure the recall 
of Mr. Shee, declaring the utmoft readinefs to receive any native Agent his Excellency might 
depute. Mr. Shce was recalled at the requifition of the Vizier, who was left to adjuft his claims 
with Mozuffer Jung in the beft manner he could: But it did very early appear to my judgment, 
that Mr. Shee’s removal had given place to the exercife of a ftill worfe tyranny ; and Muzuffer 
Jung having madc heavy complaints again{ft the Vizier’s Agent, which he accompanied with an 
offer of fatisfying all the demands of the Vizier,’ if the uncontrouled management of his affeirs 
was reftorcd to him, I again exered my influence againit a very {trong oppofition, and procur:d, 
with great difficulty, the recall of the Vizier’s Agent, leaving to Mozuffer Jung, as he had 
defired, the entire management of his own affairs. But inftead of the meafure being produc- 
tive of the good confequences which I hoped, viz. relieving Muzuffcr Jung frem oppreffion, and 
recuring the payment of the Nabob’s debt, it did in an extraordinary degree tend to encreafe 
Mozuffer Jun.’s embarraflments ; for, fiom the knavery of his fervants, he was deprived of the 
fcanty means of fubfiftence which had before been alloted him, and during the whole year not 
one rupee of his debt to the Vizier had been paid. 


Under thefe circumftances, it would have been an a& of injuftice to the Nabob, without any 
benefit to Mozuffer Jung, to continue our interference. 


The former orders to the Refident at Lucknow were therefore annulled ; and inftead of, pre- 
venting the Vizier from recovering his claims on Mozuffer Jung, which had been the effect of 
our mediation, he was diredled to affift his i xcellency with every mezns in his power to cffect it. 
Mr. Willes was afterwards appointed the Refident at Furruckabad, ‘“‘ from a fenfe of fubmiffion 
‘€ to the implied orders of the Direétors ;’”? and fince my departure from Bengal, the Council 
have thought proper to inveft Mr. Willes with powers, which I conceived we were not com- 
petent to give him confiftently with our engagements with the Nabob Vizier. I am not ref- 
ponfible in the flighte{t degree for the good or bad Government of Furruckabad ; and I might, 
with equal propriety, be arraigned for the calamities which the late war has entailed upon Great 


w 


Britain, as for the misfortunes of Mozuffer Jung. 
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ANSWER TO THE SIXTH CHARGE. 


RAJAH f SAHLONE. 


F this Charge I know no more, than that I permitted, rather than ordered, a party of the 

Company’s forces, under ihe prefcribed, but :cnera! defination, to purfue the Chicf of -2 
-herd of Banditti, which infefted the dominions of the Nabob of Owde, our Ally, to death, the 
punifhment which he merited. Fer the particul.:rs of this tranfaction, as of the principal part 
ef thofe which relate to the former charge, I ani alfo indebted co Mr. Middleton. 


Bulbucder was formerly a Zemindar, or landholder, under the Subah of Owde, but was de- 
-prived of his Zemindary, and expelled the country, many years ago, by the late Nabob, or 
his predeceffor Sufdur. Jung (for the period is too far back to trace it with any certainty) for 
‘mifcondué&t. He took up his refidence in the Mahrattas or Bundeicund territory, acrots the river 
Jumna, and built or purchafed a ftrong fort, to keep his family and effects in it. For many 
years afterwards he -conftantly made incurfions, with a numerous Banditti, into the Vizier’s 
country, when the crops were ready to gather-in, and levied very heavy contributions on the 
farmers, which they were obliged to comply with, to fave their harveft from dettruction. He 
was repeatedly. proceeded againft by the late Nabob; but his'motions were too fudden and rapid 
to be counteracted by force, and he had generally accomplifhed his objeét, and returned to his 
ftrong hold with his:booty, before a detachment could be brought to ast againft him, and not 
unfrequently even before any intelligence of his invafion had reached the Court. Upon the 
-diftri€t of Sahlone, which lay contiguous to his retreat, and confequently moft fubjeét to his 
depredations, being given in rarm to the Bow Begum (for in the time of Sujah ul Dowlah fhe 
had it on no other footing) fhe found it expedient, as fhe could not always command a force to 
be fent to oppofe him, to bribe the traitor not to moleft her dependencies. He, however, not- 
withftanding this compromife, did continue occafionally to levy exaétions on her Aumils, pre- 
‘tending that they. were the unauthorized acts of his adherents ; and the othor neighbouring coun- 
tries he plundered without mercy. T'he fuppofed impoffibility of putting an effectual ftop to his 
depred2 ions, and the great injury the country fuftained by them, did induce the Nabob Atophul 
Dowlah to propofe a compremife, which, thouzh eftablifhinz a moft dangerous precedent, feemed 
the only means at. prefent-.of remedying the evil. The rebel demanded 10,000 rupces per annum 
to {pare only the diftrict of Sahlone, with a rcfervation of a right of plundering and laying wafte 
the reit.of the Vizier’s Provinces :at-his pleafure. 


In confequence of this infolent demand, the negociation, which was carried on through Ma- 
jor Gilpin, broke off; the detachment was reinforced (for the rebel had now 10,000 men ‘in 
arms) ; and, by a fortuitous concurrence of circumftances, this notorious villain, a robber and 
difturber of the public tranquility, was purfued to his dettruction. The letters of Major Gilpin 
on this fubjec&t are forthcoming, if neceflary ; and that Gentleman is-himfelf on the-fpot.to give 
any further. teftimony that may be required. = 
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CONTRACTS, AND INCREASE OF ESTABLISHMENTS. 


T. the 7th, roth, 11th, and rath Charaes, I 2am accufe:l of making improvi lent contracts 
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‘In ‘the 7th charge it is afferted, that ‘* it was the fundamental rule of the Company’s fervice 
< in Bengali thet all contracts fhould be publicly’advertifed, that they fhould be granted to the 
‘¢ lowelt bidder, and that in particular the contract for provifions, and for draught and carriage 
< bu'locks, fhould be annual.” f£-am charged with acting in direét difobedience to thefe 
orders ; firit, for not advertifing for. propofals; and fecondly, for prolonging ‘the. perinds for 
which I granted the bullock ‘contract beyond one year, and that I futther a&ted againft the 
orders of my fuperiors, who had not left me in -this cafe dn option, by déclaring that I difap- 
proved of publifhing for propofals, and that the contraét for draught bullocks had been reJuced 
too low already. “lo the latter part of this charge I reply, that, according to my conftruétion 
of the Company’s orders, they never were or can be meant, in any-inftance, to leave their Ad- 
miniftration in India without an option. At fuch a diftance from the Parent State, the govern- 
ment upon the fpot muft be vefted with a difcretionary power; but where pofitive orders are 
fent, where thofe orders are difobeyed, and the reafons afligned for fuch difobedience are not 
fatisfactory, cenfure or punifhment invariably ought to follow. In my opinion,, the very ex- 
iitence of the Empire in Bengal depends upon our army being in a fituation to move, if required, 
at the fhorteft notice, and the’'movement of 6ur ee! muft always depend*upon the {tate of our 
draught and carriage bullocks. Inthe year-1777, when the Board gave the bullock contraét to 
Mr. E. Johnfon, it is a fact of public notoriety, that by having made that contraét annual, and 
by granting it te the loweft bidder, it was taken lower, by 50 per cent. than it was poffible ‘for 
any man to keep the bullocks fit for fervice, provided the contract had been fully executed, and 
the number contracted for kept up. I appeal to the records of thofe:days to prove the complaints ` 
of the commanding officers of the weak ftate of their carriage cattle; I appeal to our Revenue 

Confultations to certify the ammount-of the deduétions that were made from the Revcnues for 
bullocks violently feized, whenever any detachment of our army marched throuzh any part of 
Bengal or Bahar. “To remedy thefe inconveniences, and to fix the contraét upon fuch fair and 
equitable terms as fhould infure a ftrict performance of the public fervice, and afford to the 
Contraétor the profpeét of a rcafonable profit for his trouble and rifk, I joined in giving the 
bullock contraét ro Mr. Johnfon in 1777, and the contract for elephants to Mr. Templar in 
the year 1779. I heartily concurred with Sir Eyre Coote in granting the provifion and bullock 
‘contract to Mr. R. Johnfon for five years, thereby performing, in my humble opinion, a moft 
effential and important ‘ervice to the Eaft India Company, my refpeéted employers. From 
1779 to 1783, we wcre in a ftate of war with European and country powers; we had two con- 
fiderable detachments of our army upon foreign fervice, the one upon the Coaft of Coromandel, 
tire other in Guzzerat, and*our army in Bengal was fit’for immediate fervice: I can therefore 
conhdently affert, that in every ‘point òf view the bullock contract was highly advantageous to 
the Company ; and fo fully am I imprefied with the neceffity of granting the contract, or the 
agency, for the fupply of draught and:carriage bullocks, upon fair and libéral terms at all times, 
‘that I took the liberty to give thefe fentiments to the Court of Directors iince-‘my return to 
‘England, when they “did me the honour to afk my opinion of certain ‘military -arrangements 
which they had at that time under confideration : And it will not -be deemed irfezular or inde- 
‘cent in me, I truft, to quote to this Honourable Houfe the opinion-ef a gentleman (Sir George 
“Wombwell) on the fubject of contracts, who, at the time he gave it, was a Member of this 
Houfe, and Chairman of the Eaft India Company. Sir George faid, ‘** That he belicved 
<< putting up contracts to public fale would be prejudicial to the public fervice. Men,” he faid, 
<< inadequate to the performance of the contracts, would-at all times bid lower than men of 
ability and reputation ; and they would do much more injury by ferving the public badly, 
c than the difference of expence: He had feen inftances of -it in the contracts of the Eaft India 
<< Company, and thofe of a fatal nature.” I-:quote thefe fentiments, delivered in this Houfe 
by Sir George Wombwell on the 4th of Mav, 1778, as a ftrong confirmation of my own 
opinion ; and I affirm, that if contracts had been given away in Bengal for {hort periods, and 
to the loweft bidder, more particularly army contracts, they would have fallen ‘invariably into 
the hands of irrefponfible men, and we might have had a very different termination of the late 
arcuious ftrus.rlo in India. We advertifed, in the year 1777, for propofals for keeping in repair 
the c-ntonmec-is of Burramnoor and Dinapore by contract; an Enfign in the fervice, a Mr. 
Fofier, vave in th: loweft propefls; but the Board were fenfible of the imipoffibility of per- 
forn ing the fervice for the fum for which he was ready to undertake it, and we agreed to nomi- 
nate Mr Vanderhayden to perform the duty by agency; yet this was a direct breach of the 
Cuonopriy’s orders, anl by the reafoniig in the charge, we were left in this cate without an 
onou. I frail conciate my olfervations upen the contract for draught and carriape bullecks 
with the fellowing quotation from the leiter of the Court of Dircctois to isengal, of the rrth 
ec April, 1781. 
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e leneral Coote ren.-rks, that being in a frate of actual war, it was unneceffary to fe 
&e pc vS inan ethic ueeehity of Having the draught and carriage bullucks pne in the 
“GE peg “<i ge ela, Leccule cis tucdels of every Operation in war úupends io very particularly 
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č on the bad or good condition of the artillery train; and in this opinion we concur with the 
< General. 


« Upon the moft impartial confideration of all the materials before us, we candidly allow 
« your fy ftem for the provifion of cattle forthe fervice of the trains to have been excellent, 
€ provided you had advertifed for propofals, and thereby afcertained the loweft ter.s procurable, 
« with good fecurity for performance of the contract; but the offer, without advertifing for 


& propotals, appears to us vcry improper. 


« We are neverthelefs of opinion, that provided the terms were reafonable, it might not, 
«< for the moft obvious reafons, be for the good of the fervicc in time of war, to renew the 


‘¢ bullock contract every year.” 


MARIN E CON TF A © T 


Upon-the fulleft confideration, the Board determined, in 1777, to give the Mafter At- 

tendant, and his Deputy, the contracts for furnifhing pilot floops for the Ganges, upon the 
fame terms that it had been held by Mr. Keble—the contract was renewed for two years, in 
1779, and was faithfully, honeftly, and ceconomically performed: Of thefe facts the fulleft 
roofs were tranfmitted to England. I humbly conceive that the Court of Dire¢tors have, 
upon fuller information, and on mere mature confideration, approved of thefe contracts ; and 
alfo of the contract concluded with Captain Forde for the defence of the Chittagong River 
againit the incurfions of the Muggs; becaufe, as it is truly afferted in the charge, “* the Di- 
‘6 rectors have not taken any meatfures againft me for my fhare in concluding them.”’ 


“MR. BELLI’S CONTRACT. 


‘The next charge is, for giving the Agency for fupplying the garrifon of Fort William with 
provifions to my private Secretary, Mr. John Belli. y reafons are entered at large upon re- 
cord, and to thefe I fhall refer in the courfe of this proceeding ; but for the prefent I affirm, 
that by an authentic account, entered upon our confultations, the actual profit of Mr. Pelli’s 
A ency, for three years, are proved to be one lack and two thoufand rupees, or 1c ,900). fterling 
—inftead of 15,970]. per annum, as it is erroneoufly afferted in the charge to have been.—This 
Agency. was afterwards converted into a contract for five years: I deemed it of infinite con- 
fequence to beftow it on a man, in whofe integrity and honour I could place the firmeft reliance ; 
and the Court of Directors have. never exprefied the fmalleft difapprobation of Mr. Belli’s con- 
tra&t. When I propofed m to grant to Mr. Belli the Agency for fupplying Fort Wil- 
liam with provifions, General Clavering calculated the profits of this Agency to be 10,200l. a 

ear: Upon that occafion I affured the Court of Directors, that if they were pleafed to require 
it, the profits arifing from the Agency fhould be paid into the Company’s treafury. The Court 
of Dire&tors, adopting the General’s calculation as to the profits, ftated them at 30,000]. and 
ordered that one third of the amount of them, or 10,0001. fhould be paid by me into the Com- 

any’s treafury, when in fac the profits of the three years did not amount to more than 10,cool. 
ocd receiving this explanation, the Directors were fully fatisfied.—I hope and truft, that this 
Honourable Houfe will not adopt the fentiments of my accufer; I {hall content myfelf with 
denying, in the moft public manner, that I had any conneétion, direétly or indireétly, with 
Mr. Belli, in his Agency or his contract, or with any other perfon holding either Agency or 
contraé& during my government. I never expected fo bafe and unworthy an infinuation from 


any quarter, and this is the only reply I fha!l ever make to it. 


ALLOWANCES TO SIR JOHN DAY. 


Upon the reprefentation of Sir John Day, (a gentleman intimately connected with my poli- 
. tical opponents) to the Governor General and Council, in the year 1779, of the impoilibility 
of his living in Calcutta upon his falary, the Board, fenfible of the juitice of the reprefent- 
ation, agreed to add 2,500 rupees a month to it, tor office charges, houfe rent, &c.; but 


the Caurt of Directors were pleafed to order this faJary to be dilcontinued, and their orders 
wire 
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were obeyed. At a fubfequent period, the Board, upon a reprefentation ‘from ‘Sir ‘John 
Day of the peculiar ‘hardfhip of his fituation, did agree to reftore this allowance to him 
of 2,500 rupees a month, taking an obligation from him for the repayment of it, if 
the Court of Directors, ‘on a fecond reprefentation, fhould difapprove of its being continued to 
him. 


SIR EYRE COOTE’S ALLOWANCES. 


I am next charged with having formed an eftablifhment for Sir Eyre Coote, and forkaving 
continued it, after orders were received from the Court of Directors to difcontinue it. In 
teply to this charge, I {hall merely {tate the facts; if they will not exculpate me, I fhall fubmit 


ial al to any cenfure or punifhment that this Honourable Houle may think proper to 
aniict, . 


When Sir Eyre Coote arrived at Calcutta, in April 1779, he propofed vifiting the different 
{tations of the army, and he moved at the Board that a field eftablifhment fhouid be formed for . 
him. The allowances of General Stibbert, the Provincial Commander in Chief, as authorfzed 
by the Court of Direétors, were very confiderable; his table allowance alone was above 7,0001. 
a year. And Sir Eyre Coote’s allowances of every kind, as ordered by the Court of Diredtors, 
6,000l a year. An eftablifhment was formed for Sir Eyre Coote for boats, budgerow’s, table 
expences, camp equipage, &c. when in the field, calculated, as I firmly believe, fo as not'to 
exceed the additional] expences which he incurred by his abfence from Calcutta; for it was then 
‘only that he was to draw thefe additional allowances. On his croffing the Carumnafia, the allow- 
ances were paid by the Nabob Vizier.- In the month of September 1780, he returned to 
Calcutta, and embarked for Madras with a powerful reinforcement, and a large fupply of trea- 
fure, during the height of the Monfoon; on a moft important and hazardous fervice. In the 
‘month of April, 1781, the order of the Court of Directors arrived, difapproving of the allow- 
ances which we had granted to Sir Eyre Coote, and pofitively ordering them to be ftruck off ; 
and they were immediately difcontinued. By what authority Sir Eyre Coote continued to re- 
ceive this allowance from the Nabob Vizier I know not, but I have a faint recolleétion of 
Mr. Croftes having mentioned the circumftance to mea fhort time before Sir Eyre was returning 
to Madras, in the monthof January, 1783, and I have no doubt of his having received my autho- 
rity to write to Mr. Briftow.—Sir Eyre Coote was then on the point of returning to Madras, 
with a conftitution worn out in the public fervice, by exertions almoft beyond belief. His life 
was of the utmoft importance; I had not a doubt of his fuccefs againft Mr. Buffy, could he have 
arrived in tolerable health upon the coaft.—This was not a time for me to difpute any point 
that could add to his chagrin. —His expences were confiderable— He had three feparate eftablifh- 
ments; one at Calcutta, one at Madras, and the third inthe field. The allowance, as I un- 
derftood, was voluntarily paid by the Vizier. I could have had no private intereft of'my own 
to gratify at any period of our conneétion, more efpecially ata moment when the whole world 
-knew that Sir Eyre Coote could not live fix months, having, when he returned to Ma- 
dras, as he truly faid, ** one foot in the grave, and the other on the edge of it.”—This 
Honourable Houfe is now in pofieffion of the tranfaction, and of my motives for the fhare 
which I had in it. | 


CIVIL ESTABLISHMENTS: 


I am next charged with an immoderate increafe of the Civil Eftablifhment in Bengai. My ac- 
cufer fays, that in 1776, before the death of Colonel Monfon, the whole civil expences did not 
exceed 205,339l. per annum; and that in the latter period of my government, in 1783, they 
had increafed to 927,945]. per annum. ‘This aflertion of my accufer is evidently unfair and fal- 
Jacious. The aétual increafe of civil charges in 1783, beyond 1776, is 65,2261. fterling, 
which was occafioned by an increafe of civi) fervants in - Bengal, by the addition of fome new 
offices, and by the increafed falaries to other offices of old eftablifhment. Thofe which my ac- 
cufer calls ** civil,? in 1783, are as follows: 


General Department — — 338,657 
Revenue Department —- — 411,397 
Commercial Department — —— 41,019 
Supreme Court of Judicature — — 58,042 

- Surgeons and Affiftants — — 78,830 
£:927:945 
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_ The firft head includes various charges, which are ftri€tly military; the fecond head includes 
all the expences of my plan of 1780, for the management of the revenue arifing from fait; by 
which, after paying the expence of 72,8071. the charge of the Salt Office, therc remains to the 
Company a nett revenue of 603,0761. and in the year 1775-6, the Company fuftained alcfs of 
1,473l. under the head of falt, as appears by a paper printed by order of this Honourable 
Houfe, which contains an account of the annual profits and lofs arifing from falt, from 1765-6 
to 1783-4: Yet the expence of this office is one of my accufer’s charges!!! The fecond 
head includes alfo the expence of my plan of 1781, for the management of the revenues of 
Bengal, Bahar, and Oriffa, and for the adminiltration of juftice; a plan that has been fully 
approved of by my conftituents, and, if l am rightly informed, it has been mentioned at the 
bar of both Houfes of Parliament in terms of warm approbation, by the Icarncd countel who 
‘were employed by the Eaft India Company to defend their rights and privileges, in November 
and December, 1783. With refpeét to the allowances granted to the Members of the Revenue 
Committee, and of the Salt Office, they are undoubtedly large; I recorded my reafons for 
‘propofing fuch ample allowances, and I humbly prefume that the compleat fuccefs of my piars 
3s a juftification for my conduétin propofing them. Mr. David Anderfon, the Prefident of the 
evenue Committee, a gent!eman whofe talents and integrity are univerfally acknowledged, was 
fele&ted by me to perform a temporary fervice of the utmoft importance, attended with very heavv 
perfonal expences ; I mean to negociate and conclude the Mahratta peace, for which he kas 
received the thanks and approbation of the Company. ‘The fecond Member, Mr. John Shore, 
returned with me to England; he is a gentleman of very great abilities, and of unimpeached 
integrity. The Court of Dire&ors have fince appointed him to fill the office of a member of the 
Supreme Council at Bengal. The other gentlemen who compofed this Board were men of know- 
ledge and integrity, and felef&ted as peculiarly adapted for the offices to which I recommended 
them. I confidently affert, that under the management of the Committee of Revenue, the 
-cultivation of the country has been greatly improved, the Ryots have been protected, and the 
Revenues have been paid without feverity or oppreffion. 


yoth THE SURGEON GENERAL'S CONTRACT. 


In this charge my accufer ftates, that I gave the Surgeon General a contract for fupplying 
the Hofpitals for three years, in difobedience to the orders of the Dire&tors. In reply to this 
I affirm, that we received repeated complaints of the improper mode of tranfadting this bufinefs. 
Upon full and mature confideration, I recommended my plan in 17773 the Board could not 
determine upon the propriety or i.mprepricty of contingent bills for Hofpital charges. Mr. 
Campbell, our Surgeon General, was a gentleman of acknowledged probity and honour, and of 
exemplary benevolence. “The nextin rank, Mr. Williams, who was joined with him in the con- 
‘tract, has been above twenty years the Surgeon Major of the army; an undoubted proof that the 
advantages in this branch of the fervice are very inconfiderable. It had been a conftant com- 
plaint from the Commanding Officers of the corps compoling the army, that the emoluments 
‘Of the Surgeons arofe from the number of fick in their hofpitals, and therefore a reform was 
meceflary ; thefe emoluments were fixed by Lord Clive in 17€5. I confefs myfe!f utterly unable 
tto form any plan by which the office of Surgeon and Contractor could be feparated without 
great injury to the fervice, or without adding an additional expence to the Company, or de- 
priving the head Surgeons of every means of fubfiftence. I am precluded by my refpect for 
this Honourable Houfe from going into further detail upon [fuch a fubject. 


wrth MR. ERASERS CONTRACT, 


‘My accufer in this charge afierts, that I gave a contract for repairing the Pools or Banks of 
the rivers in Burdwan upon improvident terms. I 2ffirm tnat the contraé was concluded upon 
fair and reafonable terms, and that the Court of Directors have never ftated the fmal!cft ob- 
jection to it; that it was faithfully and honeftly performed by the perfon who held it. A ne- 
gle&t of my earneft recommendations, as to another contract of a fimilar mature, has been 
attended, fince I quitted India, with the moft fatal confequences. I repeatediy and ftronaly 
‘urged to the Council the neceffity of effe&ting a complete icpair of the banks of the Coffim- 
buzar river, both above and below the city of Moorfhedabad, a repair which, before the 
commencement of my adminiftration, was effected by a Mhatoot, or feparate collection from 
athe neighbouring diftriéts ; but the tax has long been abolifhed, and the expence, during my 
government, has been defrayed by the Moorfhedabad Treafury. I laid my plan before the 


Board, 
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Board, and recommended a very intelligent perfon to cafry it into execution. The Board 
objected to the expence, and quoted the orders of the Court of Direétors, who had difapproved 
of the former contract for this fervice. I then urged them to form their own: plan, if the 
thought mine an improper or an expenfive one; I implored them to appoint a perfon of their 
own choice to perform the work, for if fomething was not foon done, very melancholy con- 
fequences were to be apprehended. I had not influence enough to carry my point in any way; 
the principle of obedience was declared by my colleagues to be the firft principle of the bna. 
and the laft rainy feafon the banks were broken down 3 half the city of Moorfhedabad, and 
half the ifland of Coffimbuzar, have been under water; many lives have been loft; thoufands 
of the poorer inhabitants have -been reduced to diftrefs, and the deduction from the revenue 
muit be very confiderable in confequence of fo melancholy an event. 


rth OPIUM CONTRACT, 


I am accufed in this charge of giving the Opium contra& to Mr.’ Mackenzie in 1777, and 
to Mr. Sullivan in t781. This Honourable Houfe has ordered a paper to be printed, by which 
it appears, that from 1765 to 1772, when I fucceeded to the Government of Bengal, Opium 
was a monopoly for the benefit of individuals, and the Company acquired no revenue from 
this article: it has produced to the Company, during my adminiftration, A534009 fterling ; 
and it is an improving branch of revenue. I did not give the contract to r. Mackenzie, or 
to Mr. Griffith, who preceded him; but I avow having given it to Mr. Sullivan, upon the 
fame terms that Mr. Mackenzie held it. I affirm alfo, that the Company benefited more by it 
during Mr. Sullivan’s management than Mr. Mackenzie’s. I alfo affirm, that the provifion 
of Opium ever muft be a monopoly, and that if it is to be put up to fale, and granted to the 
loweit bidder, the Company will lofe the revenue altogether, by compctition and adulteration. 
I find my own fentiments on this fubjeét, confirmed by the opinion of one of my colleagues, 
Mr. Francis, who obferved, in a Minute onthe fubjeé of this contract, in Mav 1775, ‘6 that 
<< he fhould think it unadvifeable to engage on very low terms with-any Contractor.” I claim 
the merit cf having created this revenue to the Company, and in one inftance in the courfe of 
my government, a gentleman, whofe intereft I had at heart, has undoubtedly benefited by that 
contract, which fome perfon or other muft have held. I concurred in giving this ‘contraét to 
Mr. Mackenzie in 1777; but if it could be fuppofed that I had been actuated in my public 
coriuét by the motives which my accufer imputes to me, Mr. Mackenzie was the laft man in 
Bengal whom I fhould have patronized, his conneétions:in this-country and in India having 
been invariably hoftiie to me He went originally a Cadet to Bombay in 1970, and acted as 
Secretary to the tate Gencral Wedderburn ; upon his death he returned to England, and was 
fent to Bengal with the rank of a Facteur in 1776, by the influence, as I have always under- 
ftood, of Lord Loughborough. He was on the moft-intimate terms with my opponent, Mr. 
Francis; and it is impoffible for any man to fuppofe that I could have any private or perfonal 
motives to gratify, when I concurred in granting the Opium contraét to a gentleman whofe 
connections were fo adverfe to me. I fhould be afhamed to notice fuch trivial circumftances 
to this Honourable Houfe, if my accufer had not charged me with attempting to eftablifh 
a corrupt intereft in, Great Britain, by the difpofal of the patronage annexed to my ftation 
in India. 


My accufer has taken much pains to prove that [ was guilty of inattention to the intereft 
of my conftiruents, by loading a quantity of Opium in two fhips, for the purpofe of remitting 
aconfidcrable {um on the Company’s account to China. I fhall merely obferve upon this part 
of the charge, that in the critical {rtuation of our affairs in India, in the year 1781, when 
private merchants were precluded from the purchafe of Opium, firft by the fcarcity of {pecie, 
and next by the dangers to which fhips were expofed in the Indian feas, the gueftion to con- 
fider was this, whether I fhould take the chance of fending Opium to China and the Eaftern 
iflands on the Company’s account, in order to furnifh our Supra-cargoes at China with a 
fupply of fpecie, or fulfer the Opium to remain one feafon in Calcutta, and rifk the detention 
of the Comnany’s fhips for one ‘year at Canton? Mr. Wheler and myfclf, for the plan was 
Mr. Wheler’s, determined to make the experiment. The Supra-cargoes gave the following 
information to the Dire&tors, which my accufer has-carefully fupprefled: ‘* The object of the 
« Governor General and Council was, to raife a fum of money to anfwer the exigency of the 
«© Company’s affairs in that part of India, and at the fame time to afford us a fupply for pro- 
« viding the cargoes for the prefent year. Had Opium not been imported in Portuguefe fhips, 
et and had the Captain obeyed his orders, we have not the leaf? doubt but it might have fold to 
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‘S* cinfiderable advantage. The Betfy was taken; had her voyage been accomplifhed, we have 
“* great reafon to imagine, that the Honourable Company would have received confiderable advantage 
<t from it. She fold as much of her cargo as produced 59,600 dollars, which was paid into 
*“ the Honourable Company’s Treafury here.” The Opium fent to Citina and the iflands, in 
the year 1781, fold for ninety-three thoufand three hundred and forty-five pounds fterling, 
which was paid into the Trreafury at Canton. The fcheme was a temporary one, and the 
necaflity urgent, both for raifing a fum of money in Bengal, and remitting a confide: able fum 
ta-China. What my accufer means, by ftating that I was guilty of a breach of truft, by 
monopolizing an article for which there was no fale, I do not underftand ; had I thrown the 
‘trade open, or relinquifhed the contract for one year, tHe revenue had been loft to the 
Company for ever, From whence my accufer received the information that Mr. Sullivan fold 
„his contract to Mr. Benn, or that Mr. Benn afterwards fold it to another perfon, L know not: 
if the fact ts fo, the fale was made without my privity or confent, nor can it be a part of the 
' prefent queftion. 


Iam accufed of having appointed a-Refident to Goa, where the Company never had one 
„before ; that the office was a nominal one, and given toa perfon not in the Company’s fervice. 

he appointment was made at a moment when it appeared to the Poard to be a very ncceflarv 
one, -in the moft critical moment of the late war; it was given to a gentleman who had been 
ten years Governor of Bombay, and was reduced -by unexpected misfortunes, in the decline of 
life, to return in a private ftation to India. The Court of Direétors recommended him to our 
notice ; he was ordered to be treated with refpect and attention, in confequence cf the high 
ftation he had filled. I did not create the office of Refident at Goa for Mr. ©:::nmelin; I never 
faw him until he arrived in Bengal, and had then no conneétion with him; but I conceived, 
at the time I conferred the -office upon him, that it would be approved of by the Court of 
-Diretors. 


MR. AURIOL'S AGENCY. 


I am next charged with giving to Mr. Auriol, our Secretary, the Agency for the fupply of 
rice and provifions for the Prefidencies of Madras and Bombay, upon very improvident terms ; 
d appeal to Mr. Auriol’s moft excellent explanatory letter, to my Minutes, and to the pro- 
ceedings upon this fubject, for my complete juftification. Mr. Auriol received 15 per cent. 
‘ccommiffion. for the firft year, and 5 per cent. from that time; he performed the fervice with 
which I entruited him -with uncommon diligence and fidelity ; his merits are well known to 
the Court of-Direćtors, and have been acknowledged by them, The fupplies fent from 
Bengal in the year 1782, the firt of Mr. Auriol’s Agency, were fo very ample and con- 
fiderable, that we reduced the commiffion from 15, which had been the cuftomary rate allowed 
for thefe fervices, to 5 per cent. What my accufer means by faying I was guilty of a decep- 
tion, I cannot underftand ; Mr. Auriol was entitled to receive ready money for his purchafes, 
but from the ftate of the Treafury in 1733, we had it not in our power to difcharge his bills 
as they became due: Treafury Orders were given to him, and, in common with other Orders 
of a fimilar nature, they bore an intereft of 8 per cent. until diftcharged ; which was in faét 
a confiderable lofs to Mr. Auriol, as he was compelled to pay yo and 12 per cent. for the 
money he borrowed to complete his purchafes, while he received an intereft of 8 per cent. 
only for fums due to him from the Company. In fa&, what my accufer has ftated as an 
advantage to Mr. Auriol, and a deception on my part, was avery great lofs to him, anda 
-confiderable drawback from the profits of his Agency. Before this Honourable Houfe fhall 
adopt the fentiments of my accufer, I am well convinced they will confider the critical period 
at which I adopted the meafure complained of, the prodigious fupplies that were fent, and the 
unexampled efforts that were made to avert the miferies of the famine which raged with 
wiolence at Madras, and on the Coaft of Coromandel, 


I muft however allow, that the Civil Expences during the latter period of my Government 
were increafed, but to a very inconfiderable degree indeed, when compared to the enormity of 
the fum at which my accufer has erroneoufly ftatéd the increafe. 1 affirm the increafe in the 
Civil Eftablifhment to have been £.65,226 only, and my accufer has ftated it at more than 
fo*7002000+ by including civil, military, commercial, and revenue departments under one 

ead. If the Honourable Houfe fhall adopt this charge, I am fully prepared to prove my 
affertion, For the prefent I-fhall: obferve, that by an account upon the table of this Honour- 
able 
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able Houfe, it appears that in the year 1771-2, the revenues of Ben 


al, after paying ali 
expences of collection to European and native fervants, were il Akii 


Aman 2,126,766 


That in 1784-5, after paying all expences of all the eftablifhments of. 
the revenue and the adminiftration of juftice, they were — — 2,072,993 
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So that with every addition of expence in the revenue branch, where the allowances certainly 
were very contiderable in order to preclude every temptation to unfair emoluments, the nett 
revenue of 1771-2 exceeded that of 1784-5 in the fum of £.53,803 only, notwithftanding 
the prodigious fupplies furnifhed by Bengal during the war. ut there remains to be added 


to the latter period two branches of revenue, one of which did not exit in 1771-2, and the 
other has been very greatly increafed. 


In 1771-2 the Company had no advantage from 
Opium, | 
In 1783-4 the nett revenue amounted to -~ —- 73,300 
In 1771-2 falt produced — — 61,663 
In 1783-4 — — 


— 603,076 
Lū İO 542,613 


542,613 £,-620,913 
= 53,803 


Excefs in 1783-4 


Deduct excefs of revenue in 1771-2 — 





Remains — £,-567,110 
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From this ftatement it appears, that during my Government, after defraying the revenue . 


expences of every denomination, there was an actual increafe of £.567,110 in the refources 
of Bengal alone. 


Yet I will not affirm that the charge is abfolutely groundlefs ; there never yet was a fyftem 
of public zconomy, in which it could not in a degree apply. The eloquence of my accufer 
has been often cmrloyed, as I have been informed, in expofing the enormous contracts which 
were conciud:.'. and the unprofitable loans which were made, during the late calamitous war, 
by an unfortutate: Minifter; with what juftice it would ill become me to determine. I am 
ready to allow, that tome of our offices in Bengal were over paid; nor were the emoluments 
alloted to all exaétly proportioned to their importance, or the ability required for difcharging 
them. M.n were not invar:ably appointed to offices to which they were fuited, or beft fuited, © 
by their talents, experience, and integrity ; it is impoffible that they fhould, when the power 
of patronage is in many hands,’ and eftablifhed under the influence of perfonal favour, or of 
fupcrior patronage. ‘The wifdom of the Legiflature has now applied a remedy for evils which 


exiited in the Governments in India, during the period that I was at the head of the Ad- 
-aminiftration in Bengal, 7 
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ANSWER TO THE EIGHTH CHARGE, 
RECEIPTS anù PRESENTS. 


EFORE Lenter on my defence againft this article of charge, I muft premife that fome 

parts of it relate to tranfactions which pafled fourteen years ago; and what is very 
‘emarkable, tranfactions, which at that period received the entire approbation of my employers, 
ire mow converted into aéts of criminality. 1 therefore lay my claim to plead the fanction of 
the Court of Diredtors, for a full acquittal of my conduét in every inftance y.here | can pro- 
luce it; and this Honourable Houfe muft fee the juftice and neceflity of this claim, for 
f it be not admitted there never can be an end to the controverfy, and they nuit for ever 
>e teazed with a repetition of the volumes which have been already written cn this exhaufted 
fubject. 


In this article my accufer charges me with ‘** the receipt of large furs of money corruptly 
‘© taken before the promulgation of the Regulating Aét of 1773, contrary to my covenants 
‘© with the Company, and with the receipt of very large fums taken fince, tn cehance of that 
‘© Jaw, and contrary to my declared fenfe of its provifions.”” And he uthers in this charge in 
the following pompous diction :—‘* That in March, 1775, the j'te Rajsh Nuncomar, a 
‘© native Hindoo of the higheft caft in his religion, and of tne higbeit rank in fociety, by the 
‘ offices which he had held under the Country Government, did lay before the Council an 
‘¢ account of various fums of money, &c.”?” It would naturaHy ftrike every perfon, ignorant 
of the character of Nuncomar, that an accufition made by a perfon of the higheft caft in 
his religion, and of the higheft rank by his offices, demanded particular notice, and acquired 
a confiderable degree of credit from a prevalent afflociation of ideas ; that a nice fenfe of honour 
is connected with an elevated rank of life: but when this Honourable Houf: is informed, that 
my accufer knew (though he fuppreffed the facts) that this perfon of high rank, and high ecaft, 
had forfeited every pretenfion to honour, veracity, and credit; that there are facts recorded on 
the very proceedings which my accufer partially quotes, proving this man to have been guilry 
of a moft flagrant forgery of letters from Munny Begum, and the Nabob Yetram ul Dowlah 
(independent of the forgery for which he fuffered death) of the moft deliberate treachery to the 
State, for which’ he was confined by the orders of the Court of Direétors, to the limits of the 
town of Calcutta, in order to prevent his dangerous intrigues; and of having violated every 
principle of common honefty in private life; I fay, when this Honourable Houfe is acquainted 
it is from mutilated and garbied aflertions, founded on the teftimony of fuch an evidence, 
without the whole matter being fairly itated, I do hope and truft it will be fufficient for them 
to rejet now thefe vague and uniupported charges, in like manner as they were before rejected 
by the Court of Directors, and his Mujefty’s Minifters, when they were firj? made by General 
nai hiaat ea Colonel Monfon, and Mr. Francis. 


I muft here interrupt the courfe of my defence, to expiain on what grounds I employed, or 
had any connection with a man of fo flagitious a character as Nuncomar. ‘This hard and 
odious tafk was impofed upon me by the Court of Direétors. It was their orders that he 
fhould be employed. “Thefe orders to» were private and particular to mytelf, fo that a rigid 
obedience to the will of my fuperiors, and a itrict performance of one of the fevereit duties 
which could be required of me, fubjected me for atime, not only to the obloquy of my 
colleagues, but alfo tothe reproach of al] orders and defcriptions of men in the fetrlements, and 
at the fame time forced me to communications with a man, who knew that I both defpifed 
and detefted him, and who, from theic motives, I foretold would one day prove the enemy 
he fince proved himfelf. My opinion of this man has never varied, and it has been uni- 
formly given at various times on the records of the Company. The Court of Directors too, 
when they directed me to employ him in the inveftigation of Mahomed Reza Cawn’s admini- 
ftration, were aware of the difficultics they laid me under, and of the Janger of having fuch 
an agent; but being <6 fatisfied that-I was too well apprized of the ful lecy and diipolition of 
*< Nuncomar to yield him any truft or authority which might prove d timental to their inte- 
<* reft, and relying on my wifdom and caution, they dirccted me to mak-~ alc of his intejligence 
& to detect the mal-adminiftration of Mahomed Reza Cawn, whuit power had becn the 
** object of Nuncomar’s envy, and whofe office the aim of his ambition.” In this fituation 
of. Nurcomar’s apparent confidence with me, the majority of the Supreme Counci!, in the 


year 
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year 1775, thought him a fit agent to deftroy my reputation, and eradicate my authority, 
concluding that he had been trufted by me, and knowing, that if he were, -he would betray me. 
Under thefe impreflions, General Clavering, Colonel Monfon, and Mr. Francis, fele&ted him 
for that purpofe, and hére the fcene opens whieh the prefent article exhibits, and which I fhall 
now proceed to anfwer. ; l 


It is in vain that I have defended myfelf againft fome of thefe charges, fince they are renewed 
again and again; and all my former explanations, which at the time fatisfied both my em- 
loyers and the Minifters of Government, are forgotten and configned to oblivion. However, 
ace the accufation is revived, I muft repeat my defence, and appeal to my former vindication. 
My accufer ftates, that, ‘* inftead of offering any thing in my defence, I declared I would not 
s< fuffer Nuncomar to appear before the Board ;” but he withholds every material part of my 
objections, and quotes only a fingle line, which he marks in #talics, out of a page of reafons 
that I gave for objecting tothe proceedings of the Council at that time, and which are as 
follow. 
` < A combined and declared majority have ftood forth as my accufers. I appeal, for the 
<< truth of this affertion, to the whole tenor of their condu&t fince their arrival in this country, 
< and to the undoubted evidences which appear on the public records of the laft fifteen days 
& confultations, that thefe gentlemen are themfelves parties, if not the principals, as in my 
«* heart I believe them to be, and fuch the world eteems them, and the Ranny. of Burdwan, 
«© and Rajah Nuncomar, little-more than inftruments and oltenfible agents, in the accufatiuons 
< preferred by them againft me. 


e As little do I judge it confiftent with my ‘own honour, or your intcreft, to fuffer the firit 
€ member of -this {tate to be perfonally arraigned at the Council Board, and expofed to the 
<< infolence and calumnies of a mifcreant like Nuncomar. Had the majority been difpofed to 
<< accept my propofition of appointing a Committee to profecute their enquiries, either into thefe or the 
< Ranny’s allegations, they might have obtained the fame knowledge, and all the futisfaétion, in this 
<&c way, that they could have expected from an inquifition taken by the Board at large; their prò- 
< ceedings would have had the appearance at leaft of regularity, and my credit would have 
e been lefs affected by them. The only point which they could poffisly gain by bringing fuch a 
ss See ere the Board, was to gain a public triumph over me, and to expafe my place and perfon 
Ec to infult. 


ec Although I have declined entering, at this time and place, into a refutation of ‘the accufa- 
<< tions which have been preferred againft me, in the names of Nuancomar and the Ranny of 
<< Burdwan, yet I do not think it proper to pafs them wholly unnoticed. 


« You are well informed of the reafons which firt induced me to give any fhare ‘of my 
< confidence to Nundcomar, with whofe character I was acquainted bv an experience of many 
& years. The means which he himfelf took to acquire it were peculiar to himfelf. He fent a 
“<< meffenger to me at Madras, on the firf? news of my apprintment to this Prefidexcy, with pretended 
<c letters from wVlunny Begum, and the INabob Yetram ul Dowlah, the brother of the Nabob Faffier 
<< Ally Cawn, f lled with bitter inveétives again Mahomed Reza Cawn, and of as warm recom- 
“<< mendations, as I recolleé?, of Nuncomar. dL have been fince informed by the Begum, that the 
<c etier, which bore her fral, was a complete forgery, and that fhe was totally unacquainted with 
<c the ufe which kad been made of ber name, till I informed her of it. fuggut Chund, Nunc:mar’s 
ce fon.-in law, was fent ta er exprefsly to entreat her not to divulge it. Mr. Middleton, wiiom Jhe 
s< confulted on tie occafisn, can Gttz/? the truth of this flory. 1 have not yet had the curiofity to 
‘© enquire of the Nabob Yetram ul Dowlah whether his letter was of the fame ftamp, bet I 
«< cannot doubt it. 


« The promife which he fays T made him, that he fhould be conftituted Aumcen (that is, 
c Inquifitor General over the whole country) and that I would delegate the whole power and 
ec influence to him, is femething more than a negative falfehood. He did once or twice inti- 
<< mute to me a with of the ind, but with fo little fuccefs that for a while he wholly dropt it. 
<< On Mr. Reed’s return fre v; the Coait, where he had been on leave of abfence, Macoma: 
«< made his application to hiin for the fame employment, hoping, through his influence to obtain 
« jit Mr. Reed, deceived by kis tuzyrcitions, brought the propofition before the Board, and 
<< fupported it with warmth, and it was rejected. “The manner in which this matter had been 
e introduced contains ftik-ng proofs of the incendiary character of the man; and the - pro- 
“6% cecdings will fhew the grounds on which the propofition was rejected.” 


it 
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. It is further alledged, ‘* that the evidence of this man, Nundcomar, not having been en- 
€ countered ac the time when it might and ought to have been, remains juftly in force syaintt 
** me, and is not abated by the capital punifhment of the luid Nundcomar, but rather coniu med 
‘© by the time and circumitinces in which the acculer fuffered deaih.’”? “This reafoning is 
inconfequent and malicious. !n the firit place, the evidence of this man was encountered by 
the propofition I made at the time to the majority, of appointing a Committee to profecute an 
enquiry into his allegations ; fecondly, thele allegations were committed to the hands of the Company’s 
Seliciter, for the purpofe of commencing a fuit againit me where I mufi have encountered them, 
had they been thought.fufficiently authentic to have maintained an action ; and, laftly, I volun- 
tarily offered to the Court of Directors, in my addrcis before mentioned, to fubmit all my 
tranfactions, of what nature foever, to their juttice, in any way or forin the» fhould prefcribe. 
But to this hour they nevet have thought fuch accufations, from fuch a wretch, worthy their 
notice ; and the Attorney Gencral told them, in his opinion, ‘© Nuzdcomar’s information goes 
ss for nothing.” 


To the malicious parts of this charge, which is the condemnation of Nundcomar fora 
forgery, I do declare in the moft folemn and unreferved manner, that I-had no concern, cither 
directly or indirectly,.in the apprehending, profecuting, or execution of Nundcemar. He 
fuffered for a crime of forgery, which he had committed in a private truft that was delegated to 
him, and for -which he had been profecuted in the Dewanny Courts of the country betore the 
inftitution of the Supreme Court of Judicature. “To adduce this circumftance therefore as a 
confirmation of what was before fufpicious from his general depravity of character, is juft as 
reafonable as to affert, that the accufations of Epfom and Dudley were confirmed, becaufe they 
fuffered death for their atrocious acts. 


It is alledged, that ** the account laid by Nundcomar before the Council is ftated with-a 
‘¢ minute particularity and precifion; the date of each payment fpecified the various coins in 
& which it-was paid, and the different perfens through whofe hands the money pafled ;”? and it 
is argued, ‘* that if- no advantage be taken of fuch particularity in the charge, to detec the 
< falfehood thercof, and no. defence whatever made, a prefumption juftly arifes-in favour of 
s% the truth of fuch a charge.” In the appreheafion of every candid perfon, the prcfumption 
muft be. exactly the reverfe ; for if there: were all thofe minute particulars to refer to, and fo 
many perfons to authenticate them, what prevented my enemies, the majority of the Board, 
armed as they were with full power, from proving facts fo eafily to be cftablifhed ? And how 
can this argument, of there being different perfens concerned, be reconciled to that of faying, 
the death. of a fingle perfon prevented: all proof ;:or that I, without any influence, ftopped the 
courfe.of their proceedings, when it is further aflerted in the fame charge, and almoft in the 
fame breath, that ‘* the majority of the Board continued to fit and examine witneffes,’? and when 
it is evident they might have carried on the bufinefs of their inquifition as fully and cffeCtually 
without my prefence.as with it? “To-fuch contrudi€tions are added bold aflurtions in viclation 
of all truth; and in order to fupport a fallacious principle of the zccufer’s own {tatinz, the 
charge afferts.it is not true, as l have faid, ‘* that it was re ugnant to the manners either of 
‘© the Muffulman or Hindoo to take an oath.” Now it is not pofiible for me to have made an 
uffertion more true, or more generally acknowledged, than that j4 7s repugnant to the manners 
20th of Mufflulmen and Hindoos to take an oath. lt has been proved by an appeal that was made 
‘> eminent perfons of both religions: it .may be proved by 2 number of witnefies now in 
England, who know any thing of the cuftoms of the natives ; and.I therefore ‘repeat the 
flertion, and-retort the untruth on my accufer. 


With regard to the appointment of Munny Begum to the office for which it is alledged fhe 
vas unqualified, and-‘incapable -of difcharging its duties, I fhall only obferve that it is one 
vf the initances wherein I fhall avail myfelf for my defence of the entire approbation of the 
Court of Directors, to whom the whole particulars were minutely detailed, and by whom they 
_were highly approved. 


The next perfon who is producéd is Khan"Jehan Khan; and-I muft again refer to the 
proceedings of that time for a full account of this meafure. The fimple fact is, that an obfcure 
individual, a native of Bengal, prefented a petition to the Supreme Council, on the 30th March, 
1775, fetting forth, That the Fougedar of Houghbley, Khan Jehan Khan, (2 man of high 
rank and office) was allowed 72,cco rupees a yeur,. 40,000 of which he had paid to me and my 
Banyan, and that he would do the cuty himfelf for 32,000, by which the Company would fave 
40,000 rupees a year. So extraordinary a petition as thie, in which a low and obfcure indi- 
vidual defires a poit of high tru(t and great importance, on the novel plea of obtaining 32,000 
rupees a year for himfelf, who had never been in any office of a tythe of the value, was, I be- 
lievc,. never prefented to 3 public body. However, he had accutcd me, and that was fufficient 

for 
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for the Majority to fummon him before them. He was afked by them, who he was, and in 
What condition of life? The man replied, ** In no employment now; I was a farmer of 
<¢ Pumlook.” “Ewo evidences were then called, who directly contradicted each other. Not- 
withitanding this, the Majority declared their belief of the charge. Khan Jehan Khan is 
next called upon; and becaufe he declined to take an oath, pleading that it was repugnant 
to the manners of his country, and in this inftance to every idea of juftice in any country, he 
is difmiffed from his cffice for contempt of authority. Soon after the death of Colonel 
Monion, he was reftored to his office; and all queftions being carried by my cafting vote (fays 
the Charge) and that reltoration not having been preceded, accompanied, or followed, by an 
explanation or defence whatfoever, or even by a denial of the fpecific charge of collufion with 
the faid Khan Jehan Khan, the truth of the faid charge is confirmed. 


To this article I have only to reply, that the charge carried falfity on the very face of it, from 
the contradiction cf the witneffes who introduced it. I folemnly declare, that as far as relates 
to myfelf, it is wholly falfe and groundlefs, and I believe it to be falfe as it relates to my 
‘Banyan ; but as I thought Khan Jehan Khan had been difmiffed without any crime, it was but 
juít to give my vote for his reftoration. 


Much ftrefs is laid upon a declaration repeatedly made by me in my letters, ** that it was my 
< fixed determination, moft fully and liberally to explain every circumf{tance on the points on 
“© which I have been arraigned, not doubting both to convey the cleareft conviction of my own 
‘¢ integrity, and of the purity of my motives for declining a prefent defence of it.” 


In my addrefs to the Court of DireStors of the 25th March, 1775, I informed them, ‘* That 
€ the allegations of Rajah Nuncomar have been committed to the hands of your attorney, for 
«c the purpofe of commencing a fuit at law againft me, in the name of the Company, for the 
<< recovery of fums faid to have becn received by me from Munny Begum, inthe year 1772: I 
“<< referve my detence for the fame channel, not choofing to give my adverfaries an advantage, 
“ by anticipating it, nor to befpeak your premature judgment on a caufe thus depending.” 
When thefe allexations were tranfmitted to the Court of Dire&tors, they in like manner referred 
them to the great law offcers for their opinions, which I beg leave to quote, 


Mr. Attorney General, 


<< Munny Begum was certainly a perfon within the defcription of the deed of February, 
1775; but the cafe feems to afcribe the 150,000 rupees in queftion to ‘entertainment afforded 
the Governor in his progrefs, according to fome eftablifhed ufage ; nay, it feems to fuppofe 
that his expences, if they had not been defrayed according to the ufage, would have been paid 
by the Company, but were not. 


«c The evidence as here ftated is ftill more defective ; if the Appendix is adopted by the Di- 
rectors, and meant to make a part of the cafe, it throws difcredit upon all the information fo col- 
leGicd. Nuncomar’s information goes for nothing. If he were otherwife credible, this makes 
but one article, among others which feem to be difbelieved. Upon the whole, I fee no evidence 
fufficient in my judgment to-maintain an action.” 


Mr. Serjeant Adair, 


< I have confidered this cafe, and confidered the evidence as attentively as the time wili 
admit. 


< With refpect to the evidence, the matter is by no means clear. The Charge feems to be 
confined to the Jack and half of rupees for the Governor’s entertainment at Moorfhedabad. I 
think there may be fome doubt whether, if the fact refpecting the fum given for entertainment 
was fully eftablifhed, it would amount to fuch a clear and dircct breach of the covenant as 
would entitle the Company to recover. 


<< At all events, I cannot think it advifeable for the Company to commence a fuit againft 


Mr. Haftings upon fuch evidence as ftated in this cafe, ¢/pecially under the circum/ftances, and in 
the manner it appears to have been obtained.” 


4 C Mr. Dunning, 
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Mr. Dunning, 


It appears to me difficult to reconcile the evidence ftated, and impoffible to judge of the 
credit due to any part of it, without fuller information ; particu arly as to the manner in which it 


as fuggefted to have been procured. 


Mr. Smith, the Company’s Solicitor’s opinion. 


‘© Upon the whole of this evidence, I cannot bring myfelf to think that ‘there is fufficient 
ground for the Company to commence a fuit againft Mr Haftings, for recovery of thote fums 
to which my obfervations are confined ; I mean all fums ftated, except the lack and half upon 
which the opinion of Council has teen taken. The proof is exceedingly confufed ; but, when I 
confider the eagernefs the Majority of the Council have fhewn to eftablifh thefe charges ; the extraordinary 
meafures they purfued; the very eafy method of proving the facts, if true; the very fender proof 
< any) that is given; the obfervation arifing upon the face of the proof; and the flat contra- 

iction of Munny Begum; thefe various circumftances, in my mind, amount almoft to an abfo- 
lute conviction, ‘that the ftory cannot be true. If the faét had been true, the perfons men- 
tioned by Nuncomar, as thofe through whofe hands the four firft articles were paid, might have 
been examined, and they muft have proved the facts; but it does not appear that any one of 
them was called upon, although moft of them were refident at Calcutta. This prooftwould have 
been eafy qnd certain. As to Nuncomar, if his bad character was not too well eftablifhed not 
to deferve credit, the manner in which he tells the fory would defiroy his credit.” 


Now when the Court of Dire&ors, inftead of afking any explanation from me on any of thefe 
allegations, referred them to a courfe of Jaw; when the lawyers to whom they were referred, 
not only thought them too vague and infufficient to maintain an action, but even condemned 
the facts on the informer’s own itatement of them; when the charaéters of my acculers them- 
felves fuffered from their intemperate condu@t, and the notorious infamy of the agents they em- 
ployed to deftroy my reputation ; and when, after every effort of Miniitry and the Direétors to 
criminate me; I was acquitted of thefe unfounded charges, and repeatedly re-appointed to my 
ftation of Governor General : after all thefe circumitances, is it any ciime in me not to have 
explained, what to the prefent moment I have never been called upon to cxplain? 


I now come to that part of the Charge, in which I am accufed of having at d ferent times, 
fince the promulgation of the act of 1773, received various other fums, contrary to the exprets 
prohibition of the faid act, and to my own declared fenfe of the evident intent and obligation 
of it. 


I hope this Honourable Houfe: will not think it neceffary for me to anfwer all the irrelevant 
matter in this or any other charge; butthat they will think I exculpate myfelf fufficiently from 
any ‘offence to the law they have enacted, if I prove that the fums I have acknowledged, and 
am here charged with having received, were not taken, according to my judgment, in violation 
of the ordinances of that law, but- under circumftances which, in my opinion, fully juftified 
me. I.make this previous remark, becaufe I find in this Charge much cavil, and a great deal 
of criticifm on the expreffions of my feveral letters to the Court of Direétors on thefe fubjećts. 
For inftance: itis argued that I had not alienated the fums depofited in my name, although I 
have exprefsly faid [ had endorfed the bonds ; or in other words, that I declared them not to be 
my property. ‘There are diftinétions of common law in matters of private property, which I 
hope, it will not be expected l fhould combat; and therefore I fhall proceed to reply to the 

neral principles of the act, trufting tothe liberality of this Honourable Houfe, to acquit me 
if they fee no corrupt motive in my actions. 


_ I beg it may be obferved, that the firt of thefe prefents was received in the year 1780, ata 

time when, as I have truly faid tothe Diretors, ‘* the exigencies of the government were my 
* own, and every preffure upon it refted with its full weight upon my mind : wherever I could 
** find allowable means of relieving them, I eagerly feized them.” It was in this year, and at 
one of thefe diftrefsful periods I allude to, that 1 formed the plan for drawing Madajee Scindia 
from Guzzerat to the defence of his own dominions, in hopes of laying the foundation of that 

peace with the Mahrattas, to-which this meafure did afterwards {o- greatly contribute. This 
plan was oppofed by Mr. Francis, then a Member of the Council, on the plea, amongit others 
of little importance, of the additional expence we fhould incur by its adoption. About this 
time, Buxey Sadanund, the confidential fervant of Cheyt Sing, had been deputed to me in 
Calcutta by his mafter, to acknowledge his former ill conduct, and to affure me of his implicit 
obedience and fubmiffion in future. .He wag alfo entrufted by his mafter, to endeavour to pro- 
Cure aremiflion of the payment. of the annnal fum of-five lacks of rupees, which the Board 
‘had 
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had fixed as his proportion of the expences of the war.—I peremptorily refufed his requéft ; Yot 
affured him, that on the reftoration of peace, this additional fubfidy fhould ceafe ; and that this 
was all he muft expe&t. Sadanund wrote to his mafter, and received a commiffion from him, to 
give me the ftrongeft aflurances of his future obedience, and fubmiffion to the orders of govern- 
ment; and he was further dire&ted to requeft my acceptance of two lacks of rupees as a prefent 


to myfelf. My reply was, that I cordially received his fubmiffion and affurances of obedience, 
but that I muit abfolutely refufe his prefent, which I did. 


Having been difappointed in the execution of my plan for attacking Scindia’s dominions, 
which I deemed, and which proved to be of the moft material confequence, and being thwarted 
in it by my colleagues on the plea of expence, which was the only material objection made to 
it, I determined to accept of the offer which I before refufed; and on my return from the 
Council, the day I believe that my plan was rejefled, I fent ta Sadanund, and told him I bad 
re-confidered his mafter’s offer, and would accept the two lacks of rupees, which I defired him 
to pay to the Sub-treafurer, Mr. Croftes, meaning to apply this money to defray the expence 
of the expedition againft Scindia, and ety hoping to obviate the only objection which had 
been made to this important undertaking. nfortunately [ did not fucceed in obtaining the 
confent of Mr. Francis and Mr. Wheler, and was therefore concerned at having accepted this 
fum from Sadanund, fince the only ufe to which I meant to appropriate it was fruftrated ; and I 
exprefled my vexation to Mr. Markham, my Secretary, as he (who fortunately for me is now ` 
in England) can atteft. Upon mature reflection, I determined neither to inform the Council 
of thetranfaction, nor to return the money to Sadanund, having once confented to accept it ; 
I therefore fuffered it to remain in the Company’s cafh, as a depofit for their ufe, and by the 
next difpatch to Europe I informed the Court of Direétors of the tranfaction, though I did not 
ftate to them from whom I received the money—a negle& which I fhould have ftudioufly avoided, 
could [ have forefeen the confequences of it. - I thought at the time that I did all that was 
neceflary, by declaring that it wus not my own, and that 1 neither could nor would have received it, 
but for their ufe. ; 


After this explanation I hope this Honourable Houfe will acquit me of any corrupt motive, 
or any view of private advantage, in the manner of accepting this offer. 


The reft of the fums which are entered in the public Treafury accounts, either as mone 
lent on bond, or placed ondepoiit, were taken, as I have already faid, in the time of the mo 
prefling neceflity, in order to relieve the exigencies of the ftate,-which I felt fo forcibly, that, at- 
tentive only to provide for them, [did not reflect on an intrepretation which might be put on. 
my actions fo totally foreign to the purity of their motives. I cannot better prove this purity of 
intention to the fatisfaction of the Honourable Houfe, than by-fhewing that every ftep Í took im 
this bufinefs led to a public application of the money ; and to put it out of my own power to. 
benefit by the aceptance of it. 


I have already fully explained the tranfaction of the two laeks of rupees given by Sadanunds 
the fum of 406,000 rupees, for which bonds were given, was paid directly into the Company’s 
Treafury for their ufe, and never pafled through my hands; afd ina few months after the receipt 
of it, when I was about to leave the Prefidency to proceed up the country on a fervice liable to 
perfonal danger, I endorfed the bonds payable to the Company, and left them in the hands of 
Mr. Larkins, our Accountant General, with exprefs directions to deliver them up. Ibope I 
need not detain this Honourable Houfe by obviating the cavil that an indorfement on a bord is 
not good in common law, though it is inequity. I flatter myfelf it will be evident chat I tad 
mo corrupt motive in taking this money ; that it was bona fide for the Company’s ufe; that they 
and not I had the benefitof it ; and that the alienation of my right, by the inderfement, was in 
factas effectual as a formal transfer. 


Two other fums, of 232,0co rupees, and of 58,000 rupees, were paid into.the Treafury, as 
received from me on account of Durbar charges; which is a regular official account, as mach 
under the infpection of the Supreme Council as all the other public accounts, and confequentl 
no concealment could have been made or intended, and they hereby became immediately as suck 
the property of the Company as if they had been a regular revenue. 


The laft part of the charge ftates, That in my letter to the Court:of Directors of the arf of 
February, 1784, I haveconfefled to have received another fum of money, the amount of which 
is not declared, but which, from the application of it, could not be lefs than thirty-four thou- 
fand pounds fterling, &c.—In the year 1783, when I was actually in want of a fum of money 
for my private expences, owing to the Company not having at that time fufficient cafh in their 
treafury to pay my falary, I borrowed three lacksof rupecs ot Rajah Nobkiffen, an inhabitant of 
Calcutta, whom I defired to call upon me with 2 bond properly filled up; he did fo, but atthe 


time 


C 284 ) 


žime E was to execute it, he entreated I would rather accept the money than execute the bond. 
J neither accepted the offer nor refufed it, and my determination upon it remained fufpended 
between the alternative of keeping the money as a loan to be repaid, and of taking it, and apply- 
ing it, as I had done other fums, to the Company’s ufe; and there the matter refted til! 1 under- 
took my journey to Lucknow, when I determined to accept the money for the Company’s ufe; 
and thefe were my motives :—Flaving made difburfements trom my own cafh for fervices which, 
though required to enable me to execute the. duties of my ftation, I had hitherto omitted to enter 
into my public accounts, l refolved to reimburte myfelf in a mode moft fuitable to the fituation 
of the Company’s affairs, by charging thefe difburlements in my Durbar accounts of the prefent 
year, and crediting them by a fum privately received, which was this of Nobhiflin’s. If 
claims upon the Company were not founded in juftice, and bona fide due, my acceptance 
of three lacks of rupees from Nobkiflen by no means precludes them from recovering 
‘that fum from me. No Member of this Honourable. Houfe fufpeéts me, I hope, of the 
meannefs and guilt of prefenting falfe accounts+—[ have never benefited by contingent charges, or 
iby retaining the moncy:of the public in my own poficiflon, for my private emolument., 


I have purpofely refrained from any remarks or obfervations on fome unfair deduCtions and 
~unjuft inferences in the reafoning of this charge, as well as on fome affertions which are not true, 
‘in order to avoid breaking-in upon the-narrative of thefe tranfactions:. But I muft now take leave 
to obferve to this Honourable Houfe, that the infinuations which are made againft me tor not 
communieating thefe circumftances ** till I was apprized of the enquires made in the Houle of 
se Commons, and when.a dread of the confequences of thefe enquiries might aét upon my mind,’’ 
are equally injurious arid groundlefs. My firft communication to the Court of Direétors was 
dated the 29th November, 1780, when no enquiry ha: commenced. When I wrote my letter to 
the Directors, in May, 1782, I could not poffibly have known of the charge of miniftry in the 
preceding March, which is another confequence alluded to.—But my acculer fays, this letter 
was not-difpatched till the 16th December, 1782, and it might have been fent fooner.—To this 
I reply, that when I wrote this letter, in May, the Lively was expeéted to be difpatched every 
day ; that in the courle of human events it was probabie fhe would arrive in England before any 
other fhip.; that her detention was neither to be forefeen or prevented ;—-—and, laitly, a gentle- 
man ef approved good character, high in ftation and reputation, makes oath, that the letter was 
made up and fealed for thé Lively’s packet, and remained clofed tiJl the 16th of December, 
when it was opened for the expreis and fole purpofe of enclofing his afidavit.—The aflertion, 
<* that it does. not any where appear I have furrendered the faid bonds as I ought to have done,” 
is not true. T hey have been all furrcndered, as will appear by the papers now before this 
Honourable Houfe. 


I have nothing more to.add to this reply, than that it will be found, ona reference to the act 
of 1773 which Iam accufed of -violating—that the prohibition of recciving money is thcre 
itrictiy confined to the perfons not receiving it for his ufe, or on his behalf; and to aflure this 
Honourable Houfe, in the moft folemn manner, that I never meant nor intended the money 
fo taken by me for any other ufe than that of the ftate, which was, at the time of its beine 
taken, -in fuch imminent danger and diftrefs, that every little aid of this kind became an objeé 
of national confequence. I hope this Honourable Houfe will do me the juftice to believe, that 
a pure principie of zeal alone actuated my conduét; but if I fhoutd not, which I am unwilling 
to fuppofe for a moment, ‘poflefs their good opinion, let me appeal to their underftanding, and 
afk them, whether it is confiftent with common fenfe, that a perfon who meant to take money 
corruptly for -his private ufe would felect fov his Agents the Company’s public officers. 
men of eftablifhed characters, or endorfe bonds over to the Company which he meant for 
himfelf, or pay the: fums.which he-«ncant to appropriate to his own ufe-into the Com pany’s 
pubiic treafury. ? , 


The fum which I accepted for the Company’s ufe from the Nabob Vizier Afoph ul Dowlah 
{above ten lacks of rupees) is fo clearly itated, that I am only accountable, in the opinion of my 
accufer, for having received it at all, and for prefuming to afk the Court of Directors to allow 
me to receive it from their bounty, on account of the infufliciency of my own fortune. — T he 
money I accepted for the Company, and l applicd faithfully to their fervice—I had no corrupt in- 
tereft with the Court of Directors, -I never fought to obtain a corrupt intereft- with them but 
have always been anxious that the Court of Directors and the world.at large would determine on 
-my conduct from-my actions, not frum my protte ffions.—I1 told them, with great truth, that my 
private fortune was inadequate to the-fituation which I had-fo long filled in their fervice, but Í 
{corned at all times to encreafe it by improper or unjuitifiable means; and I am as ready as any 
man to confefs, that with a-very little attention to my own concerns, I fhould at this moment 
have poffefled a fortune far beyond. my wants, ot my wifhes. “his Honourable Houfe will. I 
hope, pardon me for this digreffion, the fubjeét in fome degree has forced me into it. Let me 
only add, that according to my coniftruction of the regulating act of 1773, l was left at liberty 
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tc receive money, provided it was to and for the fole ufe of the Company ; and that J never 
entertained a thought of receiving it upon any other terms, nor dfd I ever mean to appropriate a 
rupee of the fums fo received to my own ufe, without the fanétion of the Eaft India Company, 
my employers. Whatever imperfections there may be in my charaéter, and I have many, yet 
no man who knows me will fuppofe me capable of afferting an untruth, or, which is in faét the 
fame, of prefenting a falfe account to this Honourable Houfe, or to my old and indulgent matters, 
the Proprietors of Eaft India Stock, | 





ANSWER TO THE NINTH CHARGE. 
KEST ONAT to N 


“WN the year 1776, Mr: Lauchlin Macleane, afuming powers with which I had not entrufted 
«A him, propofed to the Court of Dire€tors: certain “ftipulations -in my name, which when 
communicated to mel refufed to ratify. Ten years after, in the year 1736, that refufal is 
charged againft me as a high crime and mifdemeanor. In the whole of this perplexed affair I. 
am lefs committed than any of the parties who aéted or concurred in it; yet I am exclufively 
profecuted for its real or fuppofcd confequences. Mr. Macleane, who exceeded his commiffion, iè- 
dead; but I am not inheritor to Ais fhare of the imputed-culpability. The Committee of 
Dire&tors, who were appointed to infpeé&t Mr. Macleane’s powers ; the Court of Direétors, 
who acquiefced in adivided Report from that Committee ; his Majefty’s Minifters, who admitted 
the confequent aéts of the Court of Directors without inveftigation, were all feparately and 
jointly interefted in the event, and are all much more refponfible than myfelf; the Court of. 
Drefor: at leaft were under a neceffity of taking the earlieft fteps to refent the infult and 
redref{s the injury which it is urged they fuftained; and Miniftry were ftill more obliged to 
a&tion, from the higher importance of their offices. Both parties had only to unite, and they 
could have forced me from the--chair I refufed to’ refign. So far from doing this, a ‘Court of 
Dire&ors, confifting of a majority of the fame Members, and a Miniftry with the very fame 
leader at the head of it (who had been a party to the acceptance of Mr. Macleane’s offer, and 
a party to the difappointment on my refufal) did, in the year 1778, continue me in the office 
I had fo pertinacioufly held, by a new A& of Parliament, and by a new acquiefcence in my 
nomination. What part therefore of the offence incurred, or of the injuries produced by this 
affair, can with propriety be imputed to me? Powers which the poffeflor confefled he dare not 
fhew, were admitted and acknowledged by thofe who' never faw them; powers which, if allowed ` 
to the extent in which they are ftated, would not entitle the pofi-flor to fue for the moft trifling 
fum in any Court of Law im Europe, were allowed to be a legal warrant for the refignation 
of £.25,000 per annum, by thofe who would have indignantly refufed to pay five pounds, if 
demanded on the fame powers. And here too was a matter far above the little ordinary con- 
cerns of pecuniary negociation, or the partial powers of a common agency. Here an office, 
of the fitft importance in the whole extent of our empire, was to be-bartered away with the 
flight and flovenly informality of general declarations.—No Letter of Attorney, no authentic 
inftrument, no formal credentials, fan€tioned by my hand and feal:—A mere feleétion and 
compilation from different paragraphs of a paper, ftated to be ‘* inftructions to my Agent,” 
is the whole foundation of the tranfaétion. It was acknowledged by the Agent himfelf, that 
< the powers with which he was entrufted were mixed with other matters, of a nature ex- 
« tremely confidential.” Much of the inftructions therefore never was, nor could‘be, nor was 
intended or expeéted to be, communicated. How could the Directors be certain that the parts 
concealed did not contain a precife and paofstive prohibition tomy Agent of affluming any fuch 
powers ?—It was poflible, and not improbable ; at leaft their vigilance would not have Aumbered 
fo remifsly over the chance of fuch a circumftance, had the demand been of a pecuniary nature; 
but‘of three perfons who were appointed ¢xamining proxies for the Directors on this occafion, one, 
Mr. Richard Becher, fince deceafed, openly declared Ae conceived the pretended powers 
to be no powers at all. Here was a warning, one would have thought, to the moft indifferent 
temper. Credulity itfelf would here have taken the alarm ta difcufs the fubjeé&t with more 
accuracy and acutenefs.—What then did the two remaining Members of this Committee 
report? ‘¢ That having conferred with Mr. Macleane, they found that, from the purport of 
«© Mr. Haftings’s inftructions, contained in a paper in his own hand writing given to Mr. 
°*. Macleane, and produced byhim to-them, Mr. Haftings declared he would not continue in 
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*< the Government ef Bengal, wnlefs certain conditions therein fpecified could be obtained, 
**'of which they (i. e. the GBmmittee) faw no probability :”— That is, becaufe a Committee, 
unknown: te and unauthorized by me, faw no probability of certain events, J am made to declare 
I would not continue in the Government ! ! Surely the Committec’s ideas of probabilities 
were no- rule for my conduct. What had an extraneous Committee’s opinions to do with my 
private declarations to my own Agent? My Agent might have feen probabilities, though the 
Committee faw none ;—or there might have been probabilities, though neither the Agent nor 
the Committee faw them ;—or there might be a poffibiliry even againf? probabilities ;~—or that 
which | had declared-to my own Agent, I might chufe not to declare to any other ;—or E might 
think fuch a declaration: ** mixed with other matters of a nature extremely confidential,” and 
conveyed in a paper of private tnfiruGions to a confidential! Agent) equivalent to no declaration at all. 
On fo important an occafion nothing could conittitute a power, but a clear and formal-appoint - 
ment, fuch as ** I do hereby authorize and impower you, Lauchlin Macteane, in my name, and on 
“4 my behalf, to refign the Government of Bengal,’ or words to that cfee&. Surely the fecurity 
of poffeffion is not cfs guaranteed by Zaw for the office of Governor General, tham for the moft 
trifling part of our private property. Add to this, I have myfelf furnifhed fubfequent proof 
that I had never the remoteft intention of empowering my Agent to refign in my name. For, 
between the time of Mr. Macleane’s departure from. Bengal, and his offer to refign my 

vernorent, I had repeatedly, thrice at leaf, fignified in pubic, and recorded letters to’ my 
Superiors, that no inducement fhould tempt me voluntarily to quit my ftation until I faw an 
end to the ftruggles in which I was then involved with the Council; that if I lived, I would 
fee the end of it. ‘My letters to this purport are dated in March, April, and Odétober, 
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My refufal to ratify the pretended refignation took place on the 20th of June, 1777; and if I 
‘were warranted (which I have indifputably proved above). in. that refufal, all the confequent 
events which happened in Benga] are to be imputed to any, or all of the parties to the original 
‘error and inadvertency. But in the year 1778, I was appointed to the chair by a new AG of 
Parliament :. At that time, therefore, my pretended refignation was known to Parliament, and 
it muft have been underftood ‘to be a walid a&t, or to be invalid. If walid, Parliament, and not 
J, was-the caufe of injury to General Clavering, by a renewal of my nomination; if invalid, 
Parliament, by the fanction‘of a renewed appointment, certainly acquitted me of having given 


fuch power'’s.to Mr. Macleane. 





To the firft article -of accufation therefore, E reply, that if Mr. Macleane had xe powers 
{and none are proved; on the contrary, I have proved that he had none) my refufal was no 
breach of faith with the Court of Directors, and his Majefty’s Minifters. To the fecond 
article, (‘€ di/re/peé- to the Directors, and his ny? I know not what to anfwer ; ‘for how 
much foever Í may abhor the thoughts of fuch zadecorum, I cannot conceive it to be any part of 
an ** impeachable high crime and mifdemeanor.”’ If the refignation were invalid, ab initio, 
as I have proved, my refufal was no injury to General Clavering, and if it.were, I fhould fuppofe 
perfonal injury to have its remedy at common Jaw, sot by impeachment; and for the reft of that 
claufe, it would be juft as regular to arraign a thunder ftorm for the damage it mizht have 


donc to a fteeple, as-to impeach me for:the injury an act of -mine ‘** might have been to Mr. 
< Wheler.”’ 


But the laft confequences of my refufal are, that it "was an ‘‘ á& of fignal treachery to 
‘é Mr. Macleane, &c. and prejudicial to the affairs of the Company’s fervants in India !”? 


Treachery, not'to admit the exeércife of powers I had not beftowed !—Treachery, not to au- 
thenticate an act performed without a warrant, and operating moft notorioufly to my prejudice ! 
— Treachery, to fet an example of regularity, of ftmnefs, and- of precifion, in oneof the moft 
important concerns of life !!!—-And how was it prejudicial to the Company’s fervants, or rather 
how could it be conceived pofTible, that a charge founded on fuch lame premifes, and clofed 
with fo-uhaccountable, unprecife, and impotent a conclufion, fhould pafs for ferious ? as if it 
‘were, or san be, or-cugbt to be, prejudicial to people in India that their agents fhould hereaf ter be 
required to produce the powers by’ which they act ;—that all parties fhould learn to be cautious in 
precluding the poffibility of mifreprefentations and mifconceptions in matters of agency ;—and 
that an exemplary check to this uHwarrantable aflumption of never-delegated powers, fhould 
prove a falutary warning, and fure preventative of future prejudice, to all concerned in mediatory 
tramactions, 


Before I clofe this “article, I beg leave to refer to‘ two ketters of mine, one indeed before the 
Houle, -addreffed to the Court of Directors ; the other, not before the Houfe, a letter to the 
Chairman of that Court, which I fear was never communicated to thofe for whofe information 


and conviction it-was particularly intended. It is dated 27th Augult, 1777, the firft aime : 
aC 


had of writing home on the fubjeét of my pretended refignation ; and its authenticity I can fully 

prove from my original letter book, now ready to be produced. ‘This letter inclofed full copies 

of all the inftructions I had ever given to my private Agent, Mr. Macleane, whom I com- 

miffioned {pecially to unite with my other friends, in procuring an enlargement of my authority, 

which as it then itood I had found infufficient for any good purpofes of government,. and which 

by a very late Act the legiflature has been pleafed to deem infufficient alio. It would have been 

very extraordinary had I furnifhed him with powers to join my enemies, and fo become the 

very means of depofing me from that {tation which it was the exprefs and fole purport of his 

miliion to fupport and extend. “Thofe- powers, therefore, which by a partial or imperfeét 

itatement had been ftretched to an indefinite and unwarrantable extent, I wifhed by this letter 

to have difplayed to the Dire¢tors at large, as the moft obvious and ready proof of their f{pecific 

limitations. Why they were fuppreffed-by the very Chairman who afterwards joined in a letter 

of cenfure for my /uppreffion of them, I do not pretend to explain. Very unfortunately for 

me, I have not been able to find copies of them at prefent, and conceive they muit have been- 
left in Bengal, with many other papers which I did not imagine likely to be of public and 

immediate importance. l profefs my{felf to be very partially iuformed of the various fteps which 

led to my propofed refignation in 1776. I am convinced Mr. Macleane a&ed to the beft of 
his judgment; and if it were not an improper requeft, I would defire to call upon a noble Lord, 

who was at that time the Minifter, to ftate to this Honourable Houfe every circumf{tance of that 

tranfaction. 





ANSWER TO THE THIRTEENTH CHARGE. 
MR. RICHARD SULLIVAN’S APPOINTMENT. 


: PON this charge I fhall not detain this Honourable Houfe. Mr. Richard Sullivan 
accepted fromm the Nabob of the Carnatic, and from the Nabob’s creditors, a commiffion 
to aét for them in Bengal, and produced powers for that purpofe. 


For reafons which ftruck me as very forcible, and without a wifh wantonly or unnecefiarily 
to encroach upon the rights of the Government of Fort St. George, I appointed Mr. Sullivan 
the Minifter of our Government at that Prefidency. Of this appointment the Court of Di- 
rectors difapproved, and they difmiffed Mr. Sullivan from their fervice, for having accepted of 
his original commiffion. Before I heard of his difmiffion I propofed to appoint him our Ambaf- 
fador at the Court of Nizam Ally Cawn.—What part of this tranfaétion is culpable, im fo far 
as I am concerned in it, I know not, and I leave it to make its own impreffion upon this 


‘Honourable Houfe. 


ANSWER TO THE FOURTEENTH CHARGE. 


-= 


RANNA OF QG O B U pD: 


INTRODUCTION. 


M US'T apologize to this Honourable Houfe for the length of my defence upon this article 
of the charge. As it was a charge of breach of faith in the violation of a public treaty, 
which I have ever confidered as a crime of a moft heinous nature, as moft . pernicious in its 
confequences, and therefore required the fulleft refutation, I have been under the necefflity of 


cntcring into a connected and minute detail of all the occurrences of our intercourfe i> the 
anna. 
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Ranna for that purpofe ; and thefe will fhew that his part of the alliance confifled of a feries of 
wnremitted atts of the blackeft perfidy, and ours of a marked forbearance. 


This charre, though comprized in the fma!l compafs of two pares, contains fo many artful 

ace SONS P : P ; y 
anifreprefentations of facts, apparently authenticated by partial quotations and perverted truths, 
that it will be dificult to give them a clear refutation, without entering fully into the fubject. 


It is affirmed in the charge, ‘* that in the late war againft the Mahrattas, the faid Ranna of 
xe Gohud did actually join the Britifh army under Colonel Muir, with two battalions of in- 
“© fantry and 1,260 cavalry, and did then ferve in perfon againft the Mahrattas, thereby af- 
«c fording material affiftance, and rendering eflencial fervice to the Company.” A perfon 
inclined to candour would have ftated this fact very differently : he wou!d have faid, that the 
Ranna of Gohud was bound by the: sth article of his treaty with the Englifh to furnith ro,cco 
horfe ;—that the Commanding Officer, Colonel Camac, repeatedly applied to him on behalf 
of the Englifh Governament, and at Jaft could obtain no more than two battations of infantry, 
and 200 horfe; and that the Ranna himfelf did not join our army until no alternative was left 
him but that of either taking a decided part in our tavour, or being declared an open cnemy ; 
that this was mec until-ten months after our army had entered the’ Mahratta ccuntry, and thar 
he -ftaid with our army onty a few weeks, leaving it ata moft critical period before the con- 
clufion of peace with the Mahrattas ; thereby not affording material affiflance, but caufins efiential 
detriment to the fervice of the Company. 


In another part of the charge it is fata, ** that he the faid Haftings, in the inftructions 
“c given by him to Mr. David Anderfon, for his conduct in negcociating the treaty of peace 
« with the Mahrattas, exprefled his determination to defert the Ranna of GohuJ, in the 
<< following words :—You will of courfe be attentive to any engagements fubliting betwixt 
<¢ us and other powers in fettling the terms of peace and alliance with the Mahrat.as; I excepr 
< from this the Ranna of Gohud; leave him to fettle his own affairs with the Mahkrattas.”’ 
Who would not think from this that I had wantonly, and without reafon, deferted the Ranna 
of Gohud? Who would fuppofe that in deferting him I was juftified by the ftronecfl reafons, 
and that thefe reafons are recited in the very middle of thofe words, which as they are quoted 
in the charge produce on the mind the effect of one conneéted fentence ? The real words of the 
inftructions to Mr. Anderfon are as foliows : **. You will of courfe be attentive to any engayve- 
“ment fubfifting betwixt us-and other powers, in fettlins the terms of peace and alliance 
< with the Mahrattas: I except from this precaution the Rannaof Gohud, w/o has been guilty 
“t of the mf flagrant breach of faith towards us in every inflanc:, after a mfè faithful and feru- 
“© pulous performance of every ftipulation in his favour by us, and after we have faved him aid his 
€: country from certain defirué?ion: Leave him to fettle his own affairs with the Mlahrattas.” 
Here then are full and fufficient reafons for my condu& towards the Ranna. The mind feels 
relieved from the fhock which it received, at the idea of deferting: without a caufe aman whom 
my accufer would reprefent as a faithful and ferviceable ally, l appeal to the candour and 
juftice of this Houfe, if it is fair, if it is honourable, to draw a criminal charge thus azainit 
me from my own exprefions, ang. yet to omit thofe words which, if admitted, are a full juitifi- 
cation of me. The only doubt that can remain is regarding the truth of the reafons thus 
affigned : a few words would not be fufficient to clear up this matter. 1 truft, however, that 
this Honourable Houfe will fufpend their judgment for a moment; and I promife to remove 
every doubt, by giving a full account of the Ranna’s conduct tuwards us, exhibiting a feries 
ae and perfidy which it -is to be . hoped- cannot be paralleled in European 
“hiftory. 


The framer of the charges againft me then proceeds to obferve, that ‘* the faid Anderfon 

“© appears very affiduoufly to -have fought for- grounds to judtify the execution of this part of 

<t his inftructions ; to which, however, he was at all events obliged to conform.” If my 
accufer had thought proper to quote the ftequel of the fame paragraph of the inftructions, the 

“Houfe would have feen, that Mr. Anderfon was enjoined to obtain intelligence regarding the 
-Ranna’s conduct; but not to feek for grounds to juflify the execution of this part of his 
inftructions ; and that he was vot at all events obliged ta conform to it; for he was to judge 

from that intelligence, whether the. Ranna was worthy of being any longer cenfidered as the 
ally of the Englifh. The words are thefe, and they immediately follow the preceding 

quotation: ** Colonel Muir will give you complete inteiligence regarding the Ranna’s con- 

«* du&t; and from this you will judge whether he is worthy of bcing any longer conlidercd 

**-as our ally.” 


.But it is in vain to trace and point out all the fubtilties of this charge. We might 
ultimately-arrive at truth by purfuing fallacy through al} its itudied mazes, and expofing it at 
every turning to detectien ; but how tedious, how intricate, and perplexing would be tuch a 


purfuit ?—T ne caficit and fhorteft way wiil be to quit it altogether, and to follow the plain and 
imple 
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fimple path of truth. And I truft that this Honourable Houfe will not think I unneceffarily 
confume their time while I fubmit to them, as fuccinctly as poffible, a plain hiftory of the 
tranfactions which have paffed betwixt us and the Ranna of Gohud, from the commencement 
of our connection down to the pericd when his treachery and repeated breach of engagements 
rendered hiin unworthy of our further protection. 


On the 2d of December, 1779, a treaty was fettled betwixt the Englifh Government and 
the Ranna of Gohud, ftipulating certain conditions of alliance, chicfy relative to the 
Mahratta ftate, which was at that time confidered as the enemy of both. As the Houfe is 
in poiictiion of a copy of this treaty, I will not, unneceflarily, intrude upon their time, by 
reciting the feveral articles of it; but fhall proceed immediately on my narrative. 


At this time the Mahrattas had poffeffed themfelves of many of the Ranna’s diftriéts. 
Thbcir armies had laid wafte and plundered even the environs of Gohud; and the Ranna, 
being incapable of oppofing them, remained fhut up in his capital. In confequence of the 
treaty, he folicited our affiftance, and it was immediately given. In the month of February, 
1780, Captain Popham, with a body of Englith troops, arrived at Gohud, and being joined 
by the Ranna’s forces, very foon compelled the Mahrattas to abandon that country. It was 
then thought advifeable to carry the war into the Mahratta territories ; and the united forces, 
after repeated marches, crofled the river Sind, and arrived in the Cutchwagar diftriéts, where 
Captain Popham commenced his operations, by laying fiege to Lohar, which was reckoned the 
{trongeit of all the numerous forts poffeffed by the Mahrattas in that part of the country. 
It wis for fome obit:nately defended ; at length, a practicable breach being made, it was vigor- 
oufly aflaulted, and carried, with the lofs of feveral Englifh officers, who fell in the ftorm. 
On the fali of Lohbar, all the reft of the Cutchwagar country foon fubmitted to the Englifh 
and the Ranna. 


According to the 4th article of the treaty, it was fettled, that whatever countries fhould thus 
be conquered from the Mahrattas, a valuation fhould be formed on the receipts of the ten 
preceding years, and an annual tribute being fettled as the Company’s nine-fixteenth proportion of 
the revenue, the countries fhould be delivered over to the Ranna. Without waiting for the form 
of fuch an adjuftment, Captain Popham, relying on the good faith of our ally, delivered up to 
him the fort of Lohar in two days after its reduction, and permitted him to eftablith his 
Government throughout the whole of the Cutchwagar country. An Aumeen or Commiffioner 
was afterwards appointed to form the valuation ; but fo many difficulties were thrown in his 
way by the Ranna’s officers, that ir never could be effected ; and though our conneétion with 
the Ranna lafted for two years longer, and during all that time he remained in quiet poflefion 
of thefe territories, he never accounted for any part of the revenue to the Company. 


The 2d article ftipulated, that the expence of the Englifh forces fhould be dcfrayed by the 
Ranna, monthly, at the rate of 20,coo rupees for each battalion. Captain Popham was 
unwilling to make any demand until fome capital fervice fhould have been performed by our 
troops ; he deferred it therefore till after the reduction of Lohar; and as the battalions under 
his command were fomething lefs in number than the Company’s ufual ettablifhments, he was 
infiructed by the Governor General and Council to remit 20,000 rupees per month in our 
-claim; but the generofity of Captain Popham, and the juftice of the Englifh Government, 
were equally thrown away on the Ranna. ‘The fervice for which he had required our troops 
‘was performed, and he thought that he no longer wanted our affiftance. He ufed every evafion 
to avoid the payment; he pleaded inability ; he requeited a refpite until the harvelt could be 
reaped ; and when he found that Captain Popham was pofitive in demanding a fupplv of money 
for the relief of his troops, who were then greatly diftrefled, he peevifhly replied, that he 
would pay their arrears, and that they might re-crofs the Jumna, and return to their own 
country. One month’s pay, in part of the arrears, was at length obtained ; but as the 
Ranna would not pay the remainder, Captain Popham did not think himfelf authorized to 
move without it; he continued therefore in the Ranna’s country; and although the ufage he 
had met with might have damped the zeal of a lefs attive officer, he loft no opportunity of 
promoting the welfare of our faithiefs ally. The rains had now fet in, and the difficulties 
of marching were very great; yet Captain Popham, with his little army, moved from Lohar 
in purfuit of the ftraggling parties of Muhrattas, who ftill continued to infeft the neighbour- 
bood. In thefe opcrations he was almoft unfupported ; for the Ranna had returned to Gohud, 
znd not more than 3 or 420 of his troops remained with the Englifh army. By the fpirited 
exertions of Captain Popham, the Mahrattas were foon totally driven beyond the confines of 
the Ranna’s dominions; ftill, however, they poffeffed the fortof Gualior; and it was evidenr, 
that if it was fuflered to remain in their hands, they might renew their depredations and 
cncroachments on the Ranna’s territories, whenever he fhould be deprived of the protection of 
the Englifh forces ;,and it was our intereft to weaken their power, and divert their opera- 
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This fort had long been reckoned impregnable. The enterprizing mind of the Englith 
Commanding Officer was not to be difcouraged by any difficulties: Hoe formed the idea of 
reducing it, and fer this purpofe encamped at about 11 miles diftance, at a place called Raypoor. 
"The Ranna about this time became more urgent than ever for the return of the Englifh troops: 
But as he ftill evaded the payment of their fubfidy, Captain Popham could not comply. He 
fhewed daily figns of difcontent and fufpicion; meflages were conftantly paffing betwixt him 
and the Mahratta oficer in Gualiar; and it was generally reported that he would foon make 
peace with the Mahrsattas, and difmifs the Englifh trocps trom his territories. So manifeft, in 
fhort, were the figns of his difaffe€tion, that Captain Popham could not truft him with his 
plans. Gudaliar was aflailed on the 3d of Auguit, 1780, in the dead of night, and taken by a 
manoeuvre which, for the fecrecy and boldnefs of its execution, equals any thing to be met 
with in hiftory. The glory of this enterprize was referved for the Englifh alone, as the Rarna 
was not informed of the defign, until he heard that, on the morning of the 4th, the Englith 
flag was difplayed on the walls of the fort. 


The reduction of this important fortrefs opened anew fource of contention. Encouraged 
by the eafinefs with which we had delivered up our former conquefts, the Ranna claimed imme- 
diate poffeffion of it. On the other hand the Englifh Government thought it neceflary that this 
important fortrefs fhould remain in pcfleffion of our troops, as during the continuance of the 
war with the Mahratta State the fafety of the acquifitton might be hazarded, if it were left to 
be protected by the Ranna’s. ‘Thefe were the rcafons fet forth by the Board, in their Letter to 
the Court of Direétors, of the 26th Auguft, 1780. Additional 1cafons were however fug- 
gefted at different times, which though I do not give them as my fentiments, for they were not 
mine, had their influence on the Board in continuing for fome months to retain poficffion of this 
fort. It covered the expedition, which was at that time projcéted, and afterwards carried into 
execution under Colonel Camac; it was the key of Induftan ; it opened a communication to 
Malva; it was a pledge of the Ranna’s fidelity ; and one of the Members gave his opinien thar 
<< it ought tobe kept to be made ufe of in an accommodation with the Mahrattas ;”? and in 
ftricétneis the treaty between the Renna and us did not exprefsly require that this fort fhould be 
delivered over to him until the conciufion of the peace with the Mabhrattas. To quiet however, 
as far as poffible, the apprehenfions of the Ranna, I wrote to him a letter containing the follow- 
ing fentence; (7th September, 1785, 6th Rep. App. 291) ‘* I now find that the conduct of 
& Captain Popham has given you apprehenfions of the fincerity of our intentions in this point 
<< (the delivery of the fort). The cafe is this, you yourfelf are well acquainted with the im- 
<€ portance of this place tous both, during the prefent war with the Mahrattas ; and muft be 
<< well convinced that the retaining poffleflion of itis of the utmoft confequence in the future 
*< operations again{ft our enemies in that quarter. I muft therefore requeft that you will fuffer 
€ jt to remain in our poffleffion till the final conclufion of the prefent war with the Mahrattas ; 
<c declaring to you at the fame time, that as foon as peace fhall have taken place with them, the 
sc fort of Grualiar fhall be delivered up into your hands. Itis yours, it is your right, nor has 
< this Government any idea of alienating it.” 


But thefe affurances had no effeét on the Ranna, He withdrew fromthe Englith. He refufed 
to pay the arrearsof the fubfidy, and openly exclaimed that the Envlifh, in 1etaining the fort of 
Gualiar, had broken their faith with him ‘The fear of punifhinent he wever on the one fide, 
and his hopes of fome time obtaininz from us this fost on the other, prevented nim from taking 
a decided part againft us. Theile motives obliged him to preierve fome appearances, whilft he 
inveighed againft us, and deterred all the neighbouring Rajahs from uniting with us. 


Afterwards, when Colonel Czmac arrived at Gohud, and it was thought expedient to make a 
diverfion of the Mahratta forces, which were then oppofed to General Goddard in Guzzerat, 
by carrying the war into the heart of Madajee Scindia’s country, application was made tothe 
Ranna to furnifh. 10,co> horfe, agreeably to the sth article of the treaty. For fome time he 
endeavoured to amufe the Colonel with promifes; and at laft, with great reluctance, he fent 
with our army two wretched battalions of infantry, and lefs than 200 horte, and thefe were, in 
fact, rather an incumbrance than an aid, for the Colonel was obliged to fubfift them with 
money from the Company’s cheft ; and he bas often been heard to expre{s apprehenfions (which 
he affirn.ed were too well founded) of their deferting tothe enemy. 


"The Rajah of Narwar, and every Chief who had correfpondence with us, were loud in their 
exclamations againft the treachery of the Ranna’s conduét- towards the Engiifh ;—they aflerted, 
that he was treating with Scindia for his fafety, by deferting us, and that he made a merit with 
that ‘Prince of his evading to join Colonel Camac. To this period all the minuter parts of the 
preceding detail, ~which-are inferted to form the connection, and all the faéts which do not ap- 

pear 
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pear on our own records, are extraGied from a proteft which was prepared by Colonel Camac 
againft the Ranah, but which confiderations of policy prevented him from delivering. 


Such were the difadvantages under which Colonel Camac marched into the Mahratta coun- 
try. The great object of the expedition was indeed accomplifhed, in drawing Madajee Scindia 
from the Guzzerat Provinces, where he had long powerfully oppofed General Goddard, and 
obliged him to attend to the fafety of his own dominions. Butthe event had almoft proved 
fatal to our army, for when it had reached Seronge, the Colonel found himfelf harraffed on al] 


fides by parties of the enemy, his provifions were intercepted, and the Princes whom he ex- 
pected to join him all ftood aloof. 


In this-fituation, when the army was reduced to great diftrefs for provifions, it was deter- 
mined to return towards the Ranna’s country, and letters were difpatched to the Commander in 
Chief, defiring that the troops then ftationed at Futtyghur, under the command of Colonel 
Muir, might be fent to fupport them. 


The Futtyghur detachment was accordingly fent, and arrived at Gohud on the 29th March, 
1781, where Colonel Muir received intelligence of Colonel Camac’s having furprized Scindia’s 
camp near Colares, on the 24th of the fame month, and of his having put the Mahratta army 
to flight, and taken feveral guns and elephants, and a quantity of ammunition, In the letter 
which I received from the: Colonel, dated 29th March, 1781, on this occafion, there is the 
following remarkable paragraph. 


s% My accounts from Sippery further mention, that letters have been intercepted from the 
Ranna to Scindia, wherein the Ranna congratulates him onthe fuccefles which have attended 
< all his late fchemes in diftrefling the Englifh army, and warmly recommends Scindia’s 

marching part of his army into his country, with affurances of not only joining him with 
all his own force, but that all the Rajahs and Chiefs around are ready to follow the fortune of 
- Scindia ; and indeed I muft confefs that the whole of the Ranna’s condué for fome time paft 
%¢ has been fuch as to give fome grounds for crediting this report ; and without defcending to 
& particulars, of which you ute have long fince information, I fhall only beg leave to obferve, 
that ever fince I have entered his country it has been with difficulty I have procured a fuffi- 
ciency of provifions to anfwer the daily confumption in my camp, although the greateft 
encouragement has been publifhed throughout the country, nor has the value of a rupee been 
taken without paying for it; and all this I have the mofi pofitive proof has been owing to prohi- 
€: ditions publifhed by our fuppofed ally the Ranna. ‘Tothis treatment, were we to add his late 
evafions and non-compliance to every requifition by ‘Captain Palmer to march to Camac’s 
affiftance—thefe are circumftances, which if not abfolute proofs of his difaffe@tion, they are 
at leaft ftrong indications to fufpect him. How far Colonel Camac’s recent fuccefs, and my 
£ entering this country with fo formidable a force, may operate on him to take a decifive part, 
“<< a very few days muft now determine,” - 


Colonel Muir did not arrive at Antry till the:4th of April; themany difappointments he met 
with in procuring cattle to bring fupplies of grain had delayed his progrefs; and having had ne 
aflittance from the Ranna, the difficulties he experienced were beyond conception, Every per- 
fuafion in his power was ufed, but to no purpofe, for the Ranna ftill kept aloof, and his exam- 
ple deterred any of the neighbouring Princes from efpoufing our caufe. 


About this time a meafure was adopted by the Council of Fort William, (then reduced to 
two Members, myfelf and Mr. Wheler) which ought to have diffipated al! the Ranna’s fufpi- 
cions, and rivetted him to our alliance for ever. 


An Order was iffued, on the 2dof April, for delivering upto him the fort of Gudliar,— 


Whiift this fort was kept in our hands I could make every allowance for the fufpicions and 
even the difaffection fhewn towards us by our ally : But if any thing could be offered in exte- 
nuation of his conduét, previous to the delivery of it, what fhall we fay if we find him after- 
wards uniformly purfuing a fyftem of fraud and treachery? 


Colonel Muir, on the goth May, 1781, wrote to me from -Jomgery, as follows: «< Imme- 
« diately on my having received advice of the Ranah’s being in poffeffion of Gualiar, I ad- 
<t drefled him agreeable to the Board’s inftructions, a copy of which, with his anfwers, and 
€ tranflations of each, I now domyfelf the pleafure to inclofe you. So very evafive and un- 
< fatisfactory a reply had determined me to proteft againft him without further delay ; but juft 
& as it was ready for difpatch I received fuch information from a gentleman of my family, whom 
«< I fent fome time_ago to refide with the Ranna, (with inftructions to keep a watchful guard 
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«e over his conduct) as inclined me to fulpend mv proteft fora few days, and give him an oppor- 
** tunity of reflecting on the confequences that he had to expect, fhould my operations b- pio- 
* craftinated through any delay on his pare. I am further induced to poftpone pufhing hin to 
« extremity, as I had received advice of a quantity of grain having been purchafed and ready 
** to be difparched from different parts of his country; and as this fupply muft arrive in afew 
« days, l fhall, untilthen, defer my proteit, which I however ftill hope his conduct will ren- 
«c der unneceflary. Report fays, the Ranna is colle&ting his forces; and he kis declared to 
« Lieutenant Gowan (now with him) that by the expiration of the twelve days (mentioned 
s in my letter to him) he will jein nie with 3,000 horfe, and four battalions of his infantry. 
«& ‘The fincerity of thefe affurances a few days will determine. I cannot pretend to declare any 
« fixed opinion of the Ranna’s fentiments. His conduct muft now be the only criterion to 
s judge by; and it affords me a moft tincere fatisfaétion, when I reAcét that I muft, ina few 
« days, put him to the ultimate teit; when he muft prove himfe!f a faithful ally, or I muit 
«c declare himan open enemy to the Company, whofe troops have fuffered more than I with to 
«e mention by his evafive treacherous conduct. Lam, &c.” 


The Ranna ftill perfifted in his evafions. At length, on the 13th June, the Colonel dicw 
out the following Proteft, a copy of which he communicated to the Governor General and 
Council, in his letter of the 20th July, 1781. Both the letter and protei} are before the 
Houfe; but as the latter contains leveral important faéts, I will beg permiffion to read it. 


“© Memorial of Colonel Aluir, Adubarig ul Mulluck Iftikkar ul Dowlah Behudur, on the proceedings 
of the Maharajah Ranna Chuttur Sing, Luckhindie Delleer Jung Behudur. 


< Whereas inthe month of December of the Chriftian æra 1779, and of the Higera in the 
month of Zecada 1193, the contraéting partics, that is to fay, the faid Maharajah Rania on 
his part, and the Governor-General and Council on the part of the Englifh Company, did con- 
clude and ratify, fign and feal, a perpetual and firm treaty of alliance and friendfhip between 
each other, and in conformity to which the Englifh gentlemen have in every refpect fulfilled 
their engagements and promifes to the Maharajah Ranna: And whereas the A(aharajah Ranna 
has failed in many points agreed upon, fuch as in being dilatory and neglectful in the payment 
of 70,000 rupees, month by month, for each of the Company’s battalions fent to his ailiftance, 
according to the 2d article of the treaty ; in withholding the {hare of the Englifh in the reve- 
nues of the Cutchwagar, as prefcribed in the 4th article of the treaty; in correfponding 
with the Mahrattas without communication tothe Englifh ; and furthermore, in’being inatren- 
tive in regard to the fupplying of Colonel Muir’s army with grain in their march through his 
country, and in many other acts of infincerity, it is becoir.e neceflary to make known to the 
‘Princes of Indoftan the defection of the faid Maharajah Ranna, and the good faith of the 
Englifh nation, to the end that an infraction of the treaty may notin anywife be imputed to 
= Governor.General and Council, or they be fuppofed to have deviated from the ftricteft 
juftice. 


«c But whereas principally it was ftipulated and contracted for by the Maharajah Ranna, in 
the sth article of the treaty, that whenever the war between the Englifh and Mahrattas fhould 
be carried into the Mahratta’s country, he fhould, on requifition, furnifh 10,000 cavalry at his 
own expence, towards their affiftance; yet though this force was frequently and urgently required 
during the command of Colonel Camac, the Maharajah Ranna pleaded his not being in pof- 
feffion of the fortrefs of Gualiar, in excufe for his non-compliance. Now though Gualiar had 
been taken folely by the valour and conduct of the Englifh arms, without any military aid 
whatever from the Maharajah Ranna, and though the immediate furrender of the fortrefs was 
not enjoined by the treaty, yet the Eng!ifh gentiemen, folely to evince an extraordinary 
ie to public faith, gave up the fortre{s, with all its cannon and ftores,: to the Maharajah 

anna. 


s Moreover, the Maharajah Ranna, after being invefted with the pofleffion of the faid for- 
trefs, repeatedly promifed to join the Englifh army, but being urged to fulfil thofe engagements, 
he ftill evaded their execution on the moft frivolous pretences. Finally, whereas the Maha- 
rajah Ranna wrote us a letter in thefe exprefs terms, on the 16th of Zemmadi ul Sany, * I will 
*¢ join the Englifh camp ;”—and even from his promife has alfo fwerved; it cannot but be ma- 
niteft, that the Maharajah Ranna has not performed in anywife his part of the ticaty, and that 
he is totally difinclined from afhfting the Englith, 
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“< It is on all thefe confiderations become incumbent upon me, who command the Englith 
army now on fervice againft the Mahrattas, in the dominions of the Maharajah Mihieput Sin 
Tughinda Bahadur, the Rajah of Nurwa, to publifh, in my own name, this written Memoria 
and Proteft, on account of the violation of the treaty.—Be it therefore known to a!l the 
Princes and Nobles of Indoftan, to high and to low, and to the whole world, that, compelled 
by neceffity, and by thefe breaches of the treaty, I from this day fufpend all intercourfe what- 
ever with the Maharajah Ranah, either by letter or embafly, until the pleafure of the Gover- 
nor-General and Council on thefe premifes fhall be underftood. _ 


** Given at the Englifh camp, near the village of Dongree, the 20th Jemmadi ul Sani, A, He 
2195, orthe 13th of June, of the Chriftian æra 1781. l 


(Signed) G. M. 


(Signed) Thomas Ford, 


Perfian Interpreter.” 


“This Proteft was fent to Lieutenant George Gowan, who aéted at that time as the ‘Colonel's 
agent with the Ranah; but as the Colonel was defirous of ftill giving the Ranah an oppor- 


tunity of preventing a total feparation, it appears that the following inftru€tions were fent with 
the Proteft to Lieutenant Gowan. 


« To Lieutenant George Gowan, &c. 14th June. 


<¢ Sir, 


s I have it in command from Colonel Muir, to tranfmit you a proteft in the Perfian lan- 
puage, that agrecable to the orders of the Governor General and Council, and from the Rana’s 
ill-judged conduct, he has been obliged to prepare againft the proceedings of that Prince; 
accompanying alfo I fend you a true tranflation of that paper. i 


< It is the Colonel’s pleafure, that immediately upon the receipt of them you do wait upon 
the Maharajah Rana, and inform him of your having them in your poffeffion, and of thefe-con~ 
fequent inftructions, to which you are invariably to conform. 


s¢ After this elucidation, you will pleafe to require from him a written engagement, under 
his feal and fignature, to join on a certain fpecific day (not to exceed the tenth from your re- 
ceipt of this letter) the army under the command of Colonel Muir, agreeably to the fpirit and 
meaning of the 5th article of the treaty with the Honourable Company, or with fach -force and 
fupplies of provifions, as he can poffibly by that period colle&t for the fervice. 


«< But fhould the Maharajah Rana, under any pretext or evafion whatfoever, decline or 
refufe to enter into this agreement; or after having entered into it as before fpecified, neglect or 
be dilatory in its performance, it is the Colonel’s pofitive order, in fuch cafe, that you do in- 


{tantly and in form, deliver to him the Perfian proteft, and yourfelf repair to this camp without 
lofs of time. 


I am, Sir, &c. 
(Signed) IT F,” 
I am not in poffeffion of the letters which were written by Lieutenant Gowan to the Colonel, 
and I do not recolle& the excufes which the Rana made for deferring to comply with the Colo- 
nel’s requifitions. I find however, that nothing was produced by thefe requifitions, and that 


Colonel Muir afterwards deputed Captain Ford, to whom it appears he wrote the following 
letters, under date the 17th and arft July. : 


4F “* To 


« To Captain Thomas Ferd. 
ec Sir, 


-<c T have the pleafure of your’s of yefterday : With refpecét to the conditions held out by the 
Rana, they are fo very abfurd, that any reply becomes almoft unneceffary : He fays he will join 
upon no other terms than upon my engaging to furnifh his troops with provifions. Surely this 
is a requifition you might have taken upon you to have given the moft pofitive reply to. The 
Rana cannot furely have the afflurance of making my inability of fupplying- him a ‘plea for his 
non-compiiance with the article of the treaty which refpects this expedition. I requeft you will 
fully explain (what he is perfectly acquainted with) to the Rana, the difficultics 1 experience 
daily in procuring grain for my own troops, and how impraéticable I find it to fave the 
leaft overplus to lay up as a magazine; of courfe the impropriety of my entcring into aa 
engagement to fupply him with what I plainly perceived the impofiibility of ‘my fulfilling ; 
you will alfo remind the Rana of the expectations of our Government regarding his fupplying 
my detachment with provifions, my perfect knowlédge of the pofitive proofs of his country 
abounding in grain, and that his exertions were and are only wanted, to adopt fuch meafures as 
would encourage the Banjarees and Beparees to proceed to my camp with alacrity and f{atistac- 
tion to themfelves. 


< ‘The Rana, from your letter, feems to wifh me to underftand, that my anfwer to his very 
pofitive requifition is to determine him in the meafures he is under the neccfiity to adopt without 
delay; It therefore behoves me to authorize you to acquaint him, that notwithftanding the 
Board’s inftructions to me, direéting me to demand his affiftance refpecting fupplies, 1 am ready 
to forego every demand on him of that nature, and will, as I have hitherto done, endeavour to 
fupply myfelf, as he muft his troops, without any promife of affiftance from me. 


ce After having delivered yourfelf as above to the Rana, you will, as if by my requeft, par- 
ticularly caution him,-and point out to him how much the Governor has already been ditap- 
pointed in his expeétations—how much the fervice has ‘been retarded by his moft unaccountable 
conduét. Remark that the prefent is a moft critical junéture, and that the leaft abatement in our 
expected affiftance from him cannot fail of making him obnoxious to a Government who have 
fuffered themfelves to be too long amufed by his evafive promifes. 


I am, Sir, 
Siffai, Your obedient Servant, 


r7th July, 1781. ( Signed) G. MUIR.” 


Extracts ‘of a Letter from Colonel Muir to Captain Thomas: Ford ; 
lated Siffai, 21ft July, 1781. 


“se I have the pleafure of your letter of yefterday, covering one from the Rana. I am forry 
to obferve that the arguments you have urged to ftimulate him to a performance of his en.age- 
ments have not been attended with fuccefs ; and, as I am perfectly convinced he wants inclina- 
tion (and not the power) to fulfil every article required of ‘him, I can confider his present pre- 
tences to the contrary in no other light than a frefh: proof of what I have long fufpeéted, viz. 
a determined refolution in him, not only to fail in fulfilling every efiential afiftance expected 
from him as an Ally, but even to throw obftructions in the way of the fupplies coming to 
the army. You will be pleafed to defire the Rana-to-recur to his engagements, as ftipulated 
in the treaty; his moft facred: promifes of affiftance to the Governor, and to n.e, fince his 
being ‘put in pofleffion of Gualiar ; and the length of time he has had to prepare and equip an 
army, in every refpect adequate to that I have repeatedly pointed out to him: After which you 


will recommend him to his cool reflections, and‘ then let him account to our Government for 
dis conduét. 
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< Upon the whole, you will be pleafed to inform the Rana, thar fo fully convinced as T am 
of his ability to fulfil every engagement, and afford every affiftance required of him; I cannot of 
courfe any longer admit of fuch vague excufes as he has all along held out as pleas for his delay. 
His laft demand of affiftance from me.to fupply his troops with provifions (as the only condition 
upon which he would join) is fo pofitive a proof of his infidelity, that fo far from deferving any 
{erious reply, I ought, in juftice to mvfelf, not to have hefitated in obeying the orders of Govern- 
ment, by immediately protefting againft him for infraétion of the treaty. 


‘ From what is above fet forth, you will be guided in every refpeét as to what I fhall con- 
{ider vague and frivolous excufes ; you will in confequence acquaint the Rana, that I am de- 
termined not to fuffer myfelf to be any longer amufed with his evafive promifes and unaccount- 


able delays, by which the public fervice has already fuftained more injury than it would have 
done by an early pofitive refufal on his part. 


‘¢ Should you fce no probability of effecting a favourable change in the Rana’s condu&, I 
defire you will inform him, that I fhall without delay proteft, agreeably to my inftruéctions, and 
refer him to the Council ; after which you will procced to join me at your conveniency. 


‘Thefe are the only letters betwixt Colonel Muir and Captain Ford -which have come inte 
my hands, and thefe are furely enough to fhew that the Rana ftill evaded to fulfil.the terms of 
his treaty, and that the excufés he affigned were frivolous and infufficient. 


During the important period which was thus wafted in endeavouring to perfuade our faithlefs 
Ally to a fenfe of his duty, Colonel Muir had joined the troops commanded by Colonel Camac, 
and was laying with the united army at Siflai, a place fituated in the Mahratta dominions, íe- 
veral days journey beyond the frontiers of the Ranah’s country. 


His troops were fuffering great hardfhips from ficknefs and want of proviions. The main 
body of the enemy, under Madajee Sindia, was lying very clofe to them, and parties of horfe 
were hovering about, harrafling his camp and intercepting his fupplies. 


Tt appears that the Rana, being ‘reduced to the alternative of: either joining the Colonel or 
rclinquifhing our alliance, did at laft join about the beginning of Auguft, but with a body of 
troops very inferior to what he had ftipulated, and very unequal to the performance of any 
fervice, being only two battalions of infantry, and 1,200 cavalry. 


Atout this time overtures were made by the Mahrattas for commencing a negociation for 
peace. ‘They were made through the Rana, and the Colonel thought it advifeable to en- 
courage them: Accordingly, on the 16th Auguft, Chimnagee Row, the Mahratta Envoy, ar- 
rived in the Rana’s camp, where he had a conference with Captain Ford, -who afterwards in- 
troduced him to Colonel Muir. In the mean time the Colonel applied to me for inflru@tions 
and powers to treat: “Chefe were.immediately fent to him; and on the-1 3th Odtober, a treaty 
was finally concluded betwixt the Colonel and Madajee Sindia, in which the Colonel, agreeable 
to the inftructions I had fent him, particularly included the Ranah, ftipulating, that the Fort 
of Gualiar fhould be preferved to him, and that -the country, taken poleon of by the 
Englifh from the Mahrattas, on the South fide of the Jumna, thould be reftored, or, in other 
words, that the Ranah fhould retain the acquifitions which he poflefied without our participation, 
and that all thofe in which we held a fhare fhould be given up. Having thus, in ‘{pite of all 
the evils which had arifen from the Ranah’s infidelity, adhered on our parts to every article of 
our agreement, and attended to his interefts even to the very conclufion of .peace, let us fee how 
the Ranah conducted himfelf in this laft fcene.— The following is a Copy of a Letter which I 
received from Colonel Muir: 


Copy of a Letter from-Colonci Muir to the Governor General. 


Seflai, 6th October, 178r. 
« Dear Sir, 


I kave the honour to acknowledge the receipt of the original and duplicate of your letter of 
the roth ultimo, with the feveral papers that accompanied them. ‘The anfwer which I had 
given to Scindia’s propofals coincided almoft exaét)y and verbatim with your own fentiments = 
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this occafion, and would very probably kave cffeed an earlier termination of the baaret, had 
not a difcovery been made, during the courfe of the nesociation, oF an incident that muras have 
produced embarraffing confequences, had not cur honour been bed in higher cltimation than 
that of its machinator.—Chimnajee Row being preficd to admit tbe Ranah as a party in the 
treaty, objected to the propofition, and, upon our importunity, urged the impropriety of the 
demand, declaring openly, that the Ranah had mad . a feparate written engagement with Scindia, 
by which the whole of his policfhons were fecured to -bim.—'l his clandcitine tranfaction was 
even carried on in our own camp during the Ranah’s laft vitit here ; immedictely after which he 
withdrew to Gualiar, promifing to return in fifteen days ; which be has not only evaded ever 
fince, but remanded his army, and on the whole appears totally unconcerned as to our 
affairs. Notwithftanding thefe infults, I have previiled vpen Scitdia’s Agents that his pre- 
fent dominions fhall be guaranteed by the treaty, ffecifcally inciud.ing the tortrels of Gualiar. 
—lIt will not however be uninterefting to you to be informed, thet notwithttanding the unfair 
precautions taken by the Ranah, the Mahrattas themfelves fter greatly ciffatisied with his 
conduét, and Chimnajee gives me fome encouragement to expect, that a copy cf his treaty fhall 
be delivered to me; a point which I have mucl: at heart to gain, and which is evidently of the 
higheft importance. 


< The treaty is at laft fairly made out, and is this day tranfmitted to Scindia for his approba- 
tion: To-morrow it will be returned, and, if ere: Captain Ford will be difpatched to his 
camp to fee his fignature and feal afiixed ; after which interview, I fhall be able to write you 
fully on every point of the important charge entrufted to my management. ; 

< I cannot conclude this letter, without cxpreffing the mot hearty fatisfaction at the very 
eminent fuccefs which has attended your meaiures for the reduQion of the Benares Zemindary. 
The execution of them has done fignal honour to cur arms, and wiji moft probably for ever 
fecure this country, and every other under our protection, from being again made the dupe of 
faction and ambition.—I beg leave to prefent you my warmeit cengratulations on the occafion, 
and to affure you of the perfect refpect and efteem, with whi-k I am, &c. 


ec (Signed) G. MUIR.” 


Colonel Muir afterwards procured a copy of the agreement granted by Scindia to the Rana, 
which he tranfmitted to me, under the atteftation of Sewajee Etul, one of the Mahratta Chiefs, 
who bore rank in the army next to Scindia himfelf, and who had been chiefy employed in ne- 
gociating and fettlinz the whole of the bufinefs. 


A tranflation of this inftrument is in poffeffion of the Honourable Houfe : I will not therefore 
further trefpafs on their time, than to remark, that it is of a nature altogether inconfiftent with 
the faith which was duc to us by the Ranah, and that there is one article in it in particular, 
where he endeavours to reftrain the Mahrattas from making peace with the Europeans, mean- 
ing ereny undoubtedly the Enghfh nation, with whom they were then at war, and whom he 


was bound to affift as their Ally. So glaring an aét of treachery rendered the Rana unworthy 
of our further protection. 


In the treaty which Colonel Muir had concluded with Madajee Scindia, an opening was by 
my defire left for a general pacification with all the Mahratta Powers; and as I was defirous of 
effecting an object, which the fituation of our affairs both in India and Europe rendered fo de- 
fireable, I deputed Mr. Anderfon, who was at that time with me at Benares, with full powers 
to negociate on behalf of the: Englifh Government; and in the inftructions which I gave him 
on his departure, I imferted the paragraph which I have before quoted, viz. ‘** You will of 
“* courfe be attentive to any engagements fubfifting between us and oiher Powers, in fettling the 
** terms of peace and alliance with the Mahrattas; I except from this precaution the Rana of 
t Gohud, who has been guilty of the molt flagrant breach of faith towards us in every in- 

{tance, after a moft faithful and fcrupulous performance of every {ftipulation in his favour by 
us, and afcer we have faved him and his country from certain deftruclion: Leave hiin to 
** fettle his own affairs with the Mahrattas. Colonel Muir will give you cemplete intelligence 
“* regarding the Rana’s conduét, and from this you will judge whether he is worthy of being 
“ any longer confidered as our Ally.” 


<c 
Ea 


Mr. Anderfon accordingly held feveral conferences with Colonel Muir in his Camp at Fraya, 
and reteived from him full information of the treachery of the Rana, and of the many inftances 
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i2 which he had violated his engagements with the Englifh.—He purfued his enquiries, after his 
arrival in the Mahratta Camp, on the only point which could not be incontrovertibly proved 
from Colonel Muir’s own knowledge, namely, the feparate agreement fettled between the Rana 
and the Mahrattas, and he commuiiicated tie refult to me, in a letter dated the 2ath January, 
1782. ‘Ihe letter is long, and is already before the Houfe ; but as it contains material informa- 
tion, I will bez permiffion to read it. 


“* Extract of Bengal Secret Confultations, the 18th of February, 1782. 
se Dear Sir, 
s Enclofed, I have the honour to fend you a duplicate of my letterof the 26th inftant. 


‘*¢ I fhall in this letter give you as full an account as I have been able to procure, of the 
‘prefent difputes betwixt the Mahrattas and the Ranna of Gohud.—The claims of the Mah- 
rattas are as follow: 


s tft. They claim a right to the reftitution of Cutchwagar, the territory which was con- 
guered from them by the united forces of the Ranna and the Englifh, and which, according 
to the treaty of Colonel Muir, fhould have been reftored to the Mahrattas. Bow Buckicy 
was fent with a body of troops to colleét the revenue of it, and in fome parts his Aumils 
have been eftablifhed, but the principal forts have, however, continued in the pofleffion of 
the Ranna. The Mahrattas demand, therefore, either the entire furrender of thefe forts, or 
a fixed revenue, at the rate of 5,04,0Cc0 per annum. 


s 2d. A tribute on account of the diftriét of Binde. It appears that this claim is derived 
from the time when that country was in the pofleffion of the Mahrattas. It was taken from 
them by the late Vizier Sujah ul Dowlah, when he reduced the countries on this fide of the 
Juma, as far as Janfey; and, at the requeft of the Ranna, it was given by the Vizier to 
Euht Sing, Rajah of Badour. It was afterwards taken from him by Afoph .ul DowlJah, and 
given to Himmut Bahader. Again it fell into the poffefion of Buht Sing; when Himmut 
Bahader, alarmed at the defigns of ‘Moktur ul Dowlah, fled to Nudjif Cawn, at Delhi. 
This claim, therefore, is in faé&t not againft the Ranna, but againft Buht Sing, who ftill retains 
poffeifion of the diftri€t of Binde. But the Ranna has drawn it upon himfelf, by afluming the 
patronage of Buht Sing, and the management of his political interefts, and declaring he will 
{tand forth in his defence. 


s 3d. Five Mehals of Sukerwary, which of old belonged to Nurwar and Gualior. They 
were afterwards conquered by the Miahrattas, znd annexed to Cudeir under Eetit Row. 
Some years ago they were reduced by the Ranna. The Mahrattas are defirous of recovering 
chefe five Mehals, though I am not fure if they have yet formally demanded them from 
the Ranna, 


“ Thefe claims have for fome time paft given rife ‘to a variety of difcuffions; and on my 
arrival in camp, I found that there was a negociation on foot betwixt Scindia and the Ranna, 
which was conducted on the part of the latter by Hir Pirrfhaad, Moonfhey of Sewajee Eetul. 
‘The Ranna, it is faid, claimed the Cutchwagar country, agreeable to the feparate treaty which 
he had made with the Mahrattas; but the difficulty lay in fettling the annual revenue. For the 
prefent year, in particular, the Ranna claimed large dedu€tions on account of the depredations 
and colleétions made by Bow Buckfey. To the claim alfo the Ranna was willing te 
agree, but he claimed a deduétion on account of the ‘diftiiAs of Mahguwan, &c. which, 
though th-y had formerly belonged to Binde, had for many years paft been annexed to his 
own pofizffions. For fome days there remained a profpeét of an accommodation, till Scindia 
thought it expedient to meveleracc the negociation, by letting loofe his Pindarries on the 
Ranna’s country. 


‘< “Both parties then applied tn me, as the reprefentative of the Englifh Government. The 
Ranna complained generally of the bad faith of the Mahrattas, and the intentions which they 
had formed of deviating from. the terms of their agreements refpecting him, as ftipulated in the 
treaty of Colonel Muir. Scindia applied more particularly : he fent a meflage to me by Bow 
Buckfey, reprefenting that difputes had arifen betwixt him and the Ranna; that he had in 
vain endeavoured to fettle them by amicable means, He had now advanced to the borders of 
the Ranna’s country, but could not proceed further until he had afked my advice, as repre- 
sentative of the Englifh Government, lett his conduct might occafion difputes betwixt him and 
the Englifth, which he was extremely defirous of avoiding. 


4 G ss The 


( 298 ) 


<< "lhe anfwer which 1 muft ultimately pive to thefe applications was clearly pointed out in 
my inftru€ltions, but feveral reafons induced me to defer giving any anfwer whatiocver for a 
few days. 


© During my ftay at Ecaya, Colonel Muir complained much of the condu& of the Ranna, 
He accufed him of not marching in time, or with a fufficienc body of troops, to his fupport ; 
of neglecting to ufe his endeavours to procure fupplies of grain for the army ; and of clan- 
deftinely negociating and concluding a feparate treaty with the Mahrattas, contrary to the 
intere{ts of the Englifh. The two former of thefe charges depend on facts that come withir 
the immediate knowledge of the Cotonel, and however the Ranna may attempt to juttify or 
extenuate them, their reality cannot be doubted; I have therefore confined myfelf in my 
enquiries to the laft charge. The Ranna, on finding that he was tufpected of having entered 
into feparate engagements with Scindia, juft:ified himfelf by faying, that he had Colonel Muir’s 
permiifion in writing for fo doing. Having defired to fee a copy of the Colonel’s permiffion, 
and alfo of the agreement entered into by him and the Mahrattas, on both fides, he “ent me the 
copy of a letter faid to have been written to him by Colonel Muir, under date the 27th Auguft, 
1781, of which the following is a tranflation—‘* You may afford every degree of affiftance to 
** Chimnajee, that in the manner that I have ftipulated 18 dayson the fubject of peace, I am 
“< hopeful that it will certainly take place in that period according to what I have written : 
& affure him alfo that in that fpace of—will make no attack, nor commit no kind of hoftilities, 
% on condition that none are committed by the oppofite party: You muit alio obtain fome 
<* affurance on this head from them; and if the Pattele pleafes, let writings be mutually given 
** on this fubject : alfo in this {pace no troops will march acrofs the Jumna.” 


s The Ranna faid, that hc could not fend the two other papers as required, left they might 
be intercepted on the road ; afterwards, on my appearing ftill unfatisfied, he fent me the copy 
of a letter which he wrote to Scindia in confequcnce ot the above permiffion, the tranflation 
of it is‘as follows :—*‘* Chimnajee formerly went from this, and will inform you of all the 
s% particulars of peace and friendfhip bctwixt you and the Enelifh: in 18 days peace will be 
s< eftablifhed between you and the Englifh, and if any deviation fhould take place in what has 
** been fettled, E will join with you. Dated Bacdoon Sood Khyafs, Sumbet, 1838.” This 
Jetter was written, he faid, to prevent the Mahrattas from breaking up the conference: he 
maintained that he had executed no ather engagement whatever, and defired -that if. Scindia 
alledged the contrary, he might be required to produce it. 


s Having obtained fo little infight into the real condu& of the Ranna through this channel, 
i refolved to try what I could procure through the means of the Mahrattss; and I was the 
more inclined to make an:enquiry of this kind, becaufe I muft in the end decline any inter- 
ference in their difputes ; and as this muft appear a conceffion to them, I was defirous that it 
fhould not be confidered as the effect of a temporary policy, or of too eafy a difpofition in us, 
but as the refult of well-grounded fufpicions, or perhaps a clear dereétion of the perfidy of our 
late ally,- which no longer made it neceflary for us to affert his righte. 


< Accordingly, when I received Scindia’s meffage, I replied, that the difputes which were 
going on between him and the. Ranna could not have efcaped my ears; but that I had hitherto 
paid no attention to them, and might never have appeared to know any thing of them, if he 
had not firft broached the fubject. ‘That, -confidering the Ranna as one who was conneéted in 
alliance with the Company, it might have been my duty to aflert his rights, according to the 
treaty of Colonel Muir, but that fome fufpicions which were entertained of his faith had 
induced me to remain filent ; that fufpicions alone, however, could not be oppofed to folemn 
treaties; and as thefe fufpicions were founded on tranfaétions faid to have patled betwixt the 
Mahrattas, previous to the treaty of Colonel Muir, they only could know with certainty how 
far they were juft or not; and that I wifhed therefore that they would fhew me fome authentic 
proofs of the Ranna’s treachery towards the Englifh Government, before I returned any 
anfwer to Scindia’s mefiage. 


In the courfe of the two following days Bow Buckfey informed me, by dcfire of Scindia, 
that previous to our delivering over the fort of Gualior, a treaty was in agitation betwixt him 
and the .Ranna, through the means of Gcungudir, but that the negociation was afterwards 
‘broken off ;—that-fome months before the date of Colonel Muir’s treaty, Chimnajce and 
Germajee were fent tothe Ranna, and a fecond negociation took place. The Ranna drew out 
and fent a form of an engagement, which he -wifhed to obtain for his own fatisfaction and 
fecurity, and verbally promifed, that if Scindia would return it to him ‘executed, he would 
diftrefs the Englith detachment, by cutting off their fupplies of prain, and give them every 
moleftation in his power in their march back towards the Jumna. “Chat Scindia accordingly 
dent to the Ranna a paper under his feal and fignature, in which the articles, as propofed by the 
Ranna, were tranfcribed, and under each of them fhort fentences were witten; either mark- 
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ing his approbation, or expreffing the alterations or conditions which he thought neceflary ; and 
that foon after the negociation took place with Colonel Muir. 


‘< It appeared from this reprefentation, that no agreement whatever had keen executed by the 
Ranna; andon my expreffing my furprize at the feeming inconfiftency of this circumftance, it 
was obferved, that the articles of agreement were all in favour of the Ranna, and that Scindia 
being much fuperior to the Ranna, and requiring nothing from him, did not think it necefiary 
to exact any writing—— Ihe only proofs which Bow Buckfey could bring me of the reality of the 
agreement, were 


‘ rt. A paper not figned or fealed, but faid to be the original paper of articles fent by the 
Ranna: a tranflation of thefe articles, and the 2enfwers, accompanies this jetter. It corre- 
{ponds with the paper formerly fent by Colonel Muir, in every thing but the arrangement “of 
the articles and anfwers ; a difference which may be eafily accounted for, from the crofs man- 
ner in which it was written. 


< ad. Anoriginal letter from the Ranna to Bow Buckfey, dated Cuttach Suddajeh, in which 
he complains of the Bow for entering the diftri&t of Cutchwagar, contrary to the agreement 
which had pafied betwixt him and Scindia, through the mediation of Sewajee Eetul. 


es Thefe were all the written proofs that the Mahrattas could produce to me. They alledged, 
that the nature of the agreement, which was executed only on one fide, could not admit of 
more ; and that aconfiderable difficulty had arifen in aiei | up the matter by circumftantial 
evidence, as the negociation had becn managed by Sewajee Eectul, and the fervants Chimnajee 
and Girmajee, who had fince efpouted the Ranna’s caule, and were on that account at fome 
deerce of variance with Scindia. T hough thefe proofs fall fhort of what might have been 
ex pected, I have fearcely adoubt in my own mind that a negociation took place between the 
Ranna andthe Mahrattas, previous to the treaty of Colonel Muir; and I even believe that he 
received a feparate agreement from Scindia, though it is plain that a counterpart was not 
executed by him. It feems probable that Scindia’s diftrefles led him haftily to grant this 
agreement; and that a profpect opening foon after of a peace with the Colonel, he entered as 
haftily into it, without concluding effectually his meafures with the Ranna, fatisfied perhaps 
with only that letter, which the-Ranna himfelf acknowledges to have written to him, and which 
is quoted in the courfe of this addrefs. 


«< The Ranna has indireétly alledged, though I know not with what fincerity, that on m 
requifition he would deliver up the forts of Lukar, &c. and fettle the revenues of Binde., f 
fuch a requifition were made, he might claim our interference in fettling all his difputes. If 
the Ranna was fincerely defirous of fulfilling this part of the treaty, he is doubtlefs informed 
of the-erticles, and might do it of himfelf, without any requifition, but I believe he has made 
no fuch propofals to the Mahrattas; and though fome of their pretenfions are ill-founded, yet, 
whilf che Ranna maintains poflefion of the forts, they have a juft right, according to the late 
treaty, to ufe hoftile meafurcs againft him. The Ranna may deferve to fuffer for his conduct 
towards us, yet, in a political light, as his territories form a ftrong barrier to our own, it feems 
not our intereft that he fhould be entirely deftroyed, but this is an event of which he appears 
to have no apprehenfion; except from the interference of the.Englith, his territories may be 
over-run, and laid wafte, by fuperior numbers, but fecure in his forts, he may bid defiance to 
the whole force of the Mahratta empire for a period of years; and whenever neceflity compels 
them to withdraw their armies, he may eafily recover all the open country. “The Mahrattas 
themfelves, though they affect a high language, and have even fent for fome battering cannon 
from the fort of Belfah, are, l believe, fully fenfible of their inability to reduce the Ranna, or 
make a permanent conqueft of any part of his territories. Both are apprehenfive of the inter- 
ference of the Englifh, and both gave out that they expe¢ted our aid. ‘There is nothing fo 
arduous which they think may‘not be atchieved by us; and it was recommended to Scindia, 
by fome of his counfellors, to afk our affiftance in the reduction of Gualior. But no propo- 
fition of this kind has been as yet mace to me. 


<< The anfwers which I have given arc fuch as leave us in a perfect ftate of neutrality. To 
the Ranna I have declined interfering in his behalf, becaufe I have no authority from you; 
and becaufe, from apparent circumftances, his difputes with the Mahrattas are grounded on 
agreements with them foreign to the treaty with Colonel Muir; and to-Scindia I have declined 
giving any advice, becaufe, though he has afforded grounds to fufpe&t that the Ranna has 
uted improperly towards us, yet the proofs he has produced are not fuch as could juftify me 
in taking a decided line, without the orders of my fuperiors ; and, inthe mean time, I have 
acclared to both, that I muft leave them to fettle their difputes betwixt theinfelves. 
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< The fubftantial part of thefe anfwers is framed exactly according to the letter of your orders; 
and the reafons which I have affigned will, I hope, meet with your apprebation—they are 
calculated both to imprefs the Ranna and Scindia with a juft fenfe of our public faith, fince they 
evidently imply that uncertainty alone induces us to {tand neuter ; and that a moie clear con- 
viction of the Ranna’s fidelity or perfidy would have biailed us to take an active part cither for 
or againtt him. 


‘© Although war has actually commenced, yet the negociations betwixt Scindia and the 
Ranna are ftill going forward; and it feems not improbable, that in a fhort period the whole 
of .their difputes may be accommodated. 


I am, &c. 


(Signed) D: ANDERSON” 


“© Scindia’s camp, on the Banks of the 
Purbutty, four cofs from Niniar, 
29th January, r782.” 


This letter was laid before the Board on the 18th of February, 1782, and as we confidered 
that the.Ranna had forfeited all claim to our protection, the Board and myfelf for a long time 
thought it unneceilary to give Mr. Anderfon any further inftructions on the fubje& : aná in the 
mean time the Mahrattas continued to purfue, with flow but gradual operations, the war which 
they had commenced againit the Ranna. I will here fummarily repeat the reafons which 
determined my conduét on this occafion. 


‘The Ranna had broken his treaty with us in all the following inftances : 


- He had not paid the fubfiftence of the troops fent to his affiftance, either regularly or còm- 
pleatly, and in this had broken the fecond article of the treaty. 


He had not accounted for the Company’s fhare of the revenue of the Cutchwagar country, 
according to the 4th article of his treaty. 


He had not complied with the requifition of the Englifh Government for 10,000 horfe, and 
had thereby broken the sth article of his treaty. 


He had acted in a manner very inconfiftent with his alliance with us, not:‘only in not 
affifting our troops in procuring, but even in ufing his endeavours. to prevent their procuring, 
f{upplies of grain and provifions. 


He had treacheroufly entered into an agreement with our enemies, which was in its nature 
hoftile to us, who were at that time his allies 


Thefe reafons were furely fafficient to diveft the Ranna from having any claim to be con- 
fidered by the Englifh-as an ally whom they -ought ta proteét. ‘But there is another reafon 
why the Ranna, even if he had not been. guilty of all thefe infidelities, had no right to claim 
our fupport in the war which broke out betwixt him and the Mabhrattas; for the Honourable 
Houfe will obferve, the principal caufe of that war was, a difpute relative to lands which the 
Ranna held in confequence of his feparate agreement with the Mahrattas, and in contradiction 
to the treaty which Colonel Muir had fettled with them on behalf of the Englifh Government ; 
wherein it was ftipulated, that thefe lands fhould be given up to them. Surely the Ranna 
could not expect us to fupport-him-in keeping poffefion of lands to whichhe poffefled no 
right, except :what was founded on an-aét of treachery towards ourfelves ; and furely we 
could not give him fuch fupport, without breaking our treaty with the Mahrattas, one of the 
articles of which was, that thefe lands fhould be reitored to them. 


I entreat the forgivenefs of the Houfe, for thus intruding on their time fo long a detail: the 
importance of the accufation rendered it neceflary,and l prefume that they will rather wonder at 
the patience with which I bore this Jong fcene of perfidy and treachery, tending to fruftrate all 
the fchemes I had projected for the advancement of the fafety, intercft, and glory of the Britith 
nation from that quarter, than think me blameable in thus leavin, our faithlefs aliy to fettle his 


pe affairs with the Mahrattas. I have now only a few words more to offer on the fubjeét of this 
harge, 


Several 
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Several animadverfions arè paffed in it, on the condu& which I obferved towards the Ranih, 
in the endeavours which were afterwards ufed to mediate a peace betwixt him and Madajee 
Scindia. For an account of this tranfaction, I beg leave to quote the words of the letter from 
the Governor General and ‘Council to the Court of Direétors, dated 20th October, 1783. 
s Independent of any view to the acquifition of territory, Madajee Scindia has manifefted 
“ great perfonal enmity againft the Ranah of Gohud. A Vackeel from the Ranah arrived 
«t here in April laft, with propofals for the interpofition and guarantee of this government, ta 
“© effeét and fecure a peace- between him and Scindia. Although the Ranah had forfeited every 
<t claim to our fupport and good-will by the treachery of his former condu, yet on principles of 
‘¢ policy and humanity, we recommended it to Mir. Anderfon to ufe his interpofition, if Scindia 
‘¢ was likely to be influenced by it, to grant him a peace. Mr. Anderfon, however, met with 
** no fuccefs in his attempts to urge fuch awifh. Before the fall of Gualiar, and prior to that 
‘< event, his brother writes, that Scindia had declared his intention to profecute the war to-the 
** extermination of the Ranah, affigning as a reafon, that he had broke his faith fo often, that 
** he was not to be trufted. WVe thought this a fit occafion to exprefs our interpofition more 
* directly to Scindia, and therefore direéted Mr. Anderfon to apply to him in our name, 
e requefting that he would carry his refentment no farther againft the fani in which cafe we 
‘< would become guarantee for the Ranah’s faithful obfervance of any agreement which might 
‘t: be concluded between them,” 


In the form and manner in which this part of the Charge is drawn, it fecms to be 
the endeavour of my accufer to imprefs the mind with an idea that no efforts were ufed by the 
Englifh government in favour of the Ranah until his affairs were defperate, and until fuch 
efforts, if they had proved fuccefsful, muft have been of no avail; being deferred cill after the. 
reduction of Gualiar. This I deny. The firft letter that was written to Mr. Anderfon to 
found the fentiments of ‘Scindia, and'offer our mediation, was dated the 21ft April, 1783, and 
Gauliar was not reduced till the a1ft July, 1783. Mr. Anderfon made an attempt to urge our 
wifhes to Scindia very foon after the receipt of our letter, but it met with no fuccefs. The 
attempt feemed to give Scindia a degree of jealoufy which Mr. Anderfon had been cautioned to. 
avoid ; and the means which he uíed to remove it, when he found that there was no profpeét of 
our mediation being accepted, was by affecting tp treat the fubject with an appearance of indif- 
ference. The Houfe will obferve with what ingenuity the expreffions ufed by Mr. Anderfom 
on that occafion are quoted as my fentiments. “hey will alfo obferve with what ingenuity, on 
another occafion, the language ufed by Mr. Anderfon in combating an application of the 
Miahrattas for our affiftance againft the Ranah is converted, inthe Charge, into arguments for 
defending the Ranah againft them. ‘ 


From the time that Mr. :Anderfon received the Boards orders of the 21ft of April, 1783, I 
believe he watched every opportunity of offering our mediation in favour of the Ranah ; and 
afterwards, when he received my inftru€tions of the 24th of September, 1783, he held fre- 
quent conferences on the fubjeét with Scindia’s Minifters, which, however, were attended with 
no effect. Butas I truft that I have proved that, after fo many aéts of treachery, and violations 
of faith, we were not bound in juftice to fupport or protect the Ranah it would be a ufelefs 
wafle of the time of the Honourable Houfe to enter more minutely into a difcuffion of the mea- 
fures which were taken in his behalf. WVhat could be done in the way of friendly mediation 
was done. We did not proceed any further. And | imagine it will be fufficient to recall to 
the recelleétion of the Houfe the itate to which the Company’s affairs were reduced by the 
latc war, to fhew that it would not have been juftifiable in the Englifh government, from mere 
motives of a limited policy, to have ventured the renewal of hoftilities with the Mahrattas, 
fur the fake of protecting a ‘man who, during his alliance with the Company, had broken 
every article of his treaty, and at lait facrificed us and our interet to a treacherous alliance with 
Our cnemies. 


SNOW ER TO THE FIFTEEN TH CHARGE 


mR E KE N U 2 Ç 


AM charged with having harraffed and aficted the inhabitants of the provinces, by fre- 

. gucnt changes in the fyftem of adminiitration of the Revenues, contrary to my own declared 
op'uion, that innovations were.always attended with difficulty and inconvenicncies. . 
4 H General 
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“eneral principles in theory often require deviations in practice: an alteration in the f ftum 
of managing the finances of a kingdom is no crime; property is not transferred by it. ‘I hat 
chanzes have been made in Bengal is admitted; but that the natives have been harrad a:t 
afflicted by them, remains to be proved.—I pofitively deny the aflertion. 


When I arrived in Bengal, the Revenues were under the management of Collectors or Super- 
vifors, who were fubordinate to two- Councils, one at Moorfhedabad and one at Patna; and 
thefe Councils were under the fuperior adminiftration of Fort William. With the concurrence 
of my Council, I appointed a Committee of Circuit to form the fettlement of the revenues, 
confifting of three Members of the Government, and myfelf. The propriety of the meafure 
requires no proof. It was merely a temporary commiffion, and terminated in a few months, 
:when the object of it was accomplifhed. I prefided at the Committce for a fhort time oniy, 
and left it at Moorfhedabad. The Colleétors remained in their refpective diftricts, as before 
the inftitution of this Committee, until November 1773, when they were recalled, and Pre- 
vincial Councils eitablifhed, profefiedly, at the time of their inftitution, as merely temporary, 
and as preparatory only to that fyitem which I adopted in 1781. ‘This is proved by the Board’s 
Minute in November, 1773. 


. I am free to-acknowledge, that after the eftablifhment of the Supreme Council, of which I 
had no idea in November, 1773,-I did deliver it as my opinion upon record, and in an addrefs 
to the Court of Directors, that the fyftem of the Provincial Councils was the beft that could 
have been adopted. Is it to be imputed to`me as a crime, that at a fubfequent period, upon the 
factious difputes that divided each Council, and the declining itate of the revenues, 1 altered 
that opinion, and reverted tothe fyftem, or nearly to the fyftein, I recommended in 1773? 


I will not take up the time of this Honourable Houfe, by repcating my Minutes recorded in 
the year 1775, on the fubject of my Banyan’s farms; itis now bccome obfolete; I ofirm that I 
had no intereit whatever in the tranfactions, and I really believe he loft very coni:derably by 
his farms, which, in common with others, were let at too hiph a rent. 


The fecond Charge is, for having fubftitutéd my» own inftrumcnts to be the managers and 
collectors of the public revenue; that in fo doing I acted illegally, having no power to delegate 
the truft and duty cémmitted to me and the Council for ordering and managing the revenues. 


Surely this is a mere abufe of words, anda perverfion of the true meaning and intent of the 
A& referred to. < Every Member of this Honourable Houfe- knows the impraéticability of fuper- 
intending the -Revenues of Bengal, without delegatory authority to inferior Agerits for that pur- 
pofe, ad not the Provincial.-Councils, who exifted long after the faid A&t, the power of 
making the fettlements and collecting the Revenues? And did not they order, manage, and 
govern the Revenues under them, by virtue of the power delegated- to them? Was not this 
known to my accufer himfelf, and did-he ever object to it? 


‘The powers delegated to the Committee of Revenue were certainly greater than had ever 
before been entrufted to any fubordinate department of the ftate, and they were neceflaiy, be- 
caufe their controul was more exrenfive; but let it be added, that they*twere placed beyond 
temptation, by the liberality of the comimifion allowed them; and reftriéted from improper 
pecuntary advantages, by an oath which each Member was ‘bound to take. And who has ven- 
tured to accufe them of any infringenrent.of it? 


The-Members of the Committee were not my inftruments; their chara&ters place them 
beyond the fufpition of an improper bias towards'me, were it fuppofed poffible for me to have 
been actuated by an intercfted or an unworthy motive in forming the fyftem of 1781. 


Mr. Anderfon, the Prefident, and Mr. Shore, the acting Prefident of the: Committee in 
Mr. Anderfon’s abfence, have received the moft -flattering marks of the approbation of the 
Court of Directors and the Board of Controul. : I had no knowledge of either of thefe gentle- 
men, until their-official merits recommended them to my notice. Mr. Shore, of whofe merits 
I cannot fay too much, lived for years in habits of intimacy and daily intercourfe with Mr. 
Francis. The other Members, Mr. Charteris and Mr. Evelyn, were men: of ability and of 
irreproachable characters, but totally unconnected with me. 


The Committee were not empowered to aét independant of the Supreme Council. They 
tranfacted the current bufinefs without a reference, but extraordinary matters they were obliged 
to report. ‘Their proceedings were repu sny laid before the Council monthly ; no conceal- 
ment was intended-or practiled. By fixing the ftation of Committee of the Revenue to Cal- 
cutta, immediately under the obfeivation of the Board, the @emindars, Farmers, or their De- 

putics, 
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puties, who had bufinefs with the. Committee in Calcutta, could make their references or com- 
plaints to any member of the Council. 


The inability of the Provincial Councils, from the decline of the Revenues, was a fufficient 
reafon for abolifhing them. The Supreme Council were not adequate to the detail of the Re- 
venues; and I affirm, after the moft mature deliberation, that the eftablifhment of the Coni- 
mittce of Revenue was indifpenfibly necefiary. 


It is in proof before this Honourable Houfe, that the revenues have confiderably encreafed 
under the management of the Committee of Revenue. The plan was formed in 1781, 
My conftituents never did exprefs the fmalleft difapprobation of it, though in the fol- 
lowing two years many of my acts, unfortunately, drew from them letters of difapproba- 
tion; and I have had the happinefs of hearing, that before this Honourable Houte and 
the Houfe of Lords, the learned Counfel employed by my conftituents to defend their 
rights were inftructed to do juftice to my zeal, eftectually difplayed in the improvement 
of ae it when the exiitence of the Britifh empire in India depended upon our refources 
in Bengal. 


I refer this Honourable Houfe to authentic documents upon their table, tranfmitted from 
Bengal fince my refignationof the fervice ; thefe will prove how confiderably the revenues have 
encreafed fince theinftitution of the Committee of the Revenue. 








ANSWER TO THE SIXTEENTH CHARGE. 
‘MISDEMEANORS IN OWD E.: 


i SHALL make few obfervations upon this charge, although it contains no lefs than ninety- 
five articles. This Honourable Houfe is already in pofieffion of volumes that have been 
written upon the fubje&t of Owde; to thofe I fhall refer, not only for my complete juftification 
from every article of this charge, but for more than my juftification. I am confident that [ 
fhall receive the approbation of this Honourable Houfe, and of my country, for my conduét 
‘towards the Nabob Vizier, who has faithfully and honourably performed every ftipulation of 
our agreement. I have already had the honour to receive the approbation of the Court of Di- 
re&tors, and the Board of Controul, for all my proceedings in Owde.—The Company’s debt, 
which was once fo confiderable, and univerfally pronounced irrecoverable, amounting, when I 
left Calcutta in February, 1784, to proceed to Lucknow, to above twelve hundred thoufand 
pounds, is now completely liquidated. The country, which was in a~ftate of univerfal con- 
fufion and diitrefs, now wears the face of plenty and‘happinefs.—It is incumbent upon me, 
however, to prove to this Honourable Houfe, that I was not the author of thofe meafures, 
which I am as free as any man toacknowledge did bring great diftrefs upon the dominions of the 
Nabob Vizier; and it ‘is further incumbent upon me to prove, that I took the earlieft oppor- 
tunity of applying an effectual remedy to thofe evils. 


The treaty which I concluded with the late Vizier Sujah ul Dowlahin September, 17:73,did not 
contain a fingle article which incroathed upon his rights as a fovereign and independanc Prince, 
nor was the fmalleft attempt made by me to deviate from the terms of that treaty. The Re- 
fident, Mr. Middleton, whom I appointed to his Court, with the permiffion of my Council, 
never interfered inthe management of his dominions ; he was merely the channel of political 
communication from me to the Vizier; and the ftrongeft remonftrances which I ever inftructed 
him to make to his Excellency, were thofe which J read to this Honourable Houte upon the 
fubject of his treatment of the wife and children of Hafiz Rhamut and his Rohilla prifoners. 
Sujah ul Dowlah died in February, 1775, when I had nor the fmalleit degree of power or au- 
thority in the government of Bengal ;—but my opinion is upon record, that the treaty which I 
concluded in 1773 with Sujah ul Dowlah, ought to have continued in force with his fon and 
fucceffor, the prefent Vizier: The majority, General Clavering, Colonel ‘Monfon, and Mr. 
Francis, were of a different opinion ;—they determined that the treaty was no longer binding 
“upon us, and they framed a new one, the merit of which, as they informed the Court of Di- 
reStors, with great truth, was folely and exclufively their own. By this treaty the fovereigniy 
of Benares and Gazipore were transferred to the Eaft India Company, and the fubfidy for the 
pay of our brigade was raifed from two lacks and ten, to two lacksand fixty thoufand ropan A 

month, 
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month. The Court of Directors were of opinion, with me, that the treaty concluded with Sujah ul 

Deowlahin 1773, ought to have remained inforceonhis fon’s fucccilion, but they warmly approved 

of the eonduét of the majority, in procuring fuch advantageous ftipulations for the Company, in 

the treaty concluded with the prefent Nabob Vizier. 1 uniformly afferted, that thefe concel- 

fions would be a fource of infinite diftrefs to the Nabob, and that they were obtained by a breach 
of faith. I beg. leave to quote the following pafiage from the gth report of the Secret:'Com- 

mittee of this Honourable Houfe: $$ It is however to be obferved, that the Governor General, 

s in his remarks upon thefe beneficial reprefentations, perfifted in his prophetic appre- 

* henfions, that the conditions of the treaty could never be fulfilled, neither did he think 

«c i¢ honourable to have forced from the Nabob concefiions inconfiltent with their former 
treaties, to which the neceffity of his fituation alone compelled him, however unwillingly, 

** to fubmit.” 


"The country of Owde was, I believe, upon the death of Sujah ul Dowlah, in a flourifhing 
condition as to culture, commerce, and population— The fame obfervation would apply to his 
newly-acquired dominions in Rohilcund, the Douab, Corah, Curah, and Allahabad—ITis’ 
troops, at: the time of his deceafe, were in gencral twelve months in arrears, and a contiderable 
balance was due to the Eaft India Company.—vThetreafures of which Sujah ul Dowlah died 
pofiefled, and which, inthe opinion of Colonel Monfon and Mr. Francis, ought to have been 
applied to the difcharge of the debts of the ftate, were in the poffefion of the Bhow Begum, the 
widow of Sujah ul Dowlah.--The young Nabob was furrounded with difficulties: the troops 
mutinous for want of pay; his relations, and the Minifters of his father, difaffeéted to him— 
His life was repeatedly attempted ; morethan once it was preferved by his own refolution and 
prefence of mind, and the country kept in fubjeétion by the prefence of a Britifh army.— 
‘The treaty was conciuded by Mr. Briftow in May, 1775, without diffculty—The alter- 
native was this, that we fhould abandon his ceuntry and his concerns altogether, unlefs 
he came immeédiately into our terms—The diftrefles of“ the Nabob ‘continued,’ and the 


country declined in culture, population, and commerce, from the period of our avowed inter- 
ference in his adminiftration. 7 


In the month of December, 1775, the Nabob applied to us, through Mr. Briftow, to aitt 
him with a -number of Britifh officers to command his troops—His requeft was complied with, 
and this brought additional diftrefs upon his affairs: many of thé corps thus commanded, feizéd 
and confined their officers; and many months elapfed before order and tranquility were in any 
degree reftored, by the difmiffiion of large bodies of troops, whofe mutinous behaviour re- 
peatedly endangered the life of their fovereign. Murteza Cawn, the Nabob’s miniftcr, was 
murdered by Cojee Bufflaun, an eunuch, and one of Sujah ul Dowlah’s beit and moft favoured 
officers—This Eunuch was himfelf cut to pieces, in attempting to force through the guards 
which furrounded the Nabob’s perfon, with a determination to affaffinate his fovercicn with his 
own hand.—Mr. Briftow’s correfpondence with the Supreme Council, in the years 1775 and 
1776, will fufficiently {hew the confufed and difordered itate of the Province of Owde during 
thofe periods, and the diftreffes to which the Nabob Vizier himfelf was perfenally fubject; but 
I repeat, that I am not refponfible in the flighteft degree for the eftabJifhment of that ::fiem 
which caufed thofe diftrefles ; I ¢difapproved it; I foretold the confequences of it.—Colcnel 
Monfon died on the 28th of September, 1776: From that period only am I accountabie for 


any act of the government of Bengal, under the adminiftration eftablified by the Regulating 
A& of 1773- | 





Mr. Briftow was recalled, and Mr. Middleton fucceeded him'as Refident in Owde, early in 
the year 1777. Avery heavy debt was then due from his Excellency to the Company; for its 
liquidation, for the pay of the regular brigade ftationed at Futtyghur, of the Nabob’s troops 
commanded by Britifh officers, and of the various éftablifhments which had been formed in 
Owde, tuncaws, or affignments, were granted upon feveral diftiiéts in the Vizier’s dominions. 
My firt meafure relative to Owde, was, to propofe that the troops cf the Nabob Vizier, which 
were commanded by Britifth officers, fhould be put upon a fimiiar eftablit:ment with our own 
troops, or that they fhould be withdrawn altogether. This was no encroachment upon the 
rights of the’ Nabob. ‘The appointment of Britifh offcers to command his troops was a moft 
pernicious meafure to our fervice in general. “Che advantages were avowedly greatly fuperior to 
any that were enjoyed by officers of the fame rank in the Company’s fervice, and of courfe 
fuch an eftablifhment created very great difeuft amonegft thofe officers who ferved in our own 
army. [he-Nabob confented to a reduction of this cftablifhment, and the temporary brigade, 
as it was called, was formed upon the fame plan with our army, the regimenis to take their 
tour of duty in our own Provinces, and to be relieved equally with all the regiments in our 
fervice. “Phe cavalry were to be upon the fame footing. “Ihe Nabob anplicd to me, and 
defired my confent to the formation of a corps to be commanded by J.ieutenant Colonel 
Hannay, for the fervyice of the collections; and another by Major Ofborne, for the defence 


of 
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pf his fronticrs, which had hitherto been ina ftate of actual revolt. In recommending fome 
of thefe eltablifhments, and confenting to others, I encroached upon no rights which the 
late majority had left to the Nabob, but I affirm that thefe eftablifhments appeared ne- 
eeflary to his Excellency, and I exerted no improper influence in order to perfuade him to adept 


them. ‘They were formed the letter end of the -year 1777, and carried into effet carly in the 
year 17798. : 


In the month of May, 1778, it was deemed neceflaty to form a detachment for the affiftance 
amt fupport of the Company’s interefts on the Weft of India, and in the month of July, 1778, 
we received the fir{ft intelligence of the war with France. Accounts had much earlier been 
received by me, from the moit refpectable authority, of the defigns formed by the French againft 
our poffefiions in India. In the following year, 1779, we received very heavy complaints from 
the Nabob Vizier of the ruinous ftate of his country, and of the diftrefs which the eftablifh- 
ment of DBritifh troops in Owde had brought upon him. `I am convinced that thefe reprefenta- 
tions were founded in truth ; but was it in my power to yield him effectual relicf at that time? 
was I to fufpend the Company’s claims for the arrear due from’ him? or could the Company, 
then engaged in a war: with France and the Mahrattas, agree at a moment’s notice to ditband 
mine regiments of difciplined Sepoys, and three regiments of cavalry ; or could the Company’s 
hnances have borne the burthen of this eftablifhment ? or had the Nabob Vizier at that precile 
moment any force of his own to repel an invafion of the Mahrattas, if they had entered his 
country ? The Nabob {tated in his letter to me, that the fame evils which he then experienced, 
he had ftruzgled with for three years paft; that is, from the’ fir{ft adoption of a fyftem in which 
ł had no concern. In confequence of my reprefentations to the Nabob, he granted affignments 

“for the year 1779, in the fame manner as he had done each year fince the death of the late Vizier. 
Jn the year 1780, the Nabob Vizier again repreiented to the Council the diftreffied {tate of his 
country, and urged his requeft that the temporary brigade might be recalled. I defire this Ho- 
nourable Houfe to reflect ‘for one’ moment‘upon our fituation at that period. The Nabob was 
made, but not by me, in a great degree the vaflal of the Company ; his own army was not 
adequate to the defence of -his dominions without our affiftance ; and the Britifh empire in 
India, in.the ye.r 1789, was in fo precarious a ftate that I fhould have been a traitor to my 
country, if I had confented to the difbanding of any part of the troops neceflary to our:mutua] 
interefts ; for the Nabob Vizier was embarked in a common caufe with us. 


In the following year, 178r, I met the Nabob Vizier at Chunar.—His debt to the Company 
was at that time very confiderable, and I was fully convinced of his pan iy to liquidate the 
arrear duc, and to difcharge the current demands upon hiinm.—I agreed, therefore, to recall the 
temporary brizade altogether, and leave him with no other Britifh troops in his dominions, ex- 
«ept the regular brigade ftationed at Cawnpore, a tegiment ‘of Sepoys at Lucknow, and fuch 
-other corps as he himfelf fhould exprefsly require from us.—1 defire to remark to this Honour- 
able Houte,- that at the period this agreement was concluded, every apprehenfion of an invafion 
of Owde by the Mahrattas was at an end.—We had obtained many fignal advantages in the 
war with that ftate, and I did not entertain a doubt of the concluiion of the feparate treaty with 
Miadajee Scindia, which was figned a few days after my agre¢ment with the Vizier. hen I 
-refufed, on the 15th December, 1779, to withdraw thefe troops from the Nabob’s dominions, 
our fituation was entirely different; and I am moral'y certain, that-the Commander in Chief 
would moft {trenuoufly have oppofed fuch a-propofition, dince it "was his objeét to fecure, by 
every means in his power, the Province of Owde againft an attack, and to act offenfively from 
that quarter, asthe means of bringing about a peace with the Mahrattas. 


I never departed, I confidently affirm, in the flichteft inftance from the lettér or the fpirit of 
the treaty which I concluded with the Nabob at Chunar, 


The cavalry, the temporary brigade, and Colonel Hannay’s troops, were recalled. I never 
-propofed thcir re-eftablifhment, nor would I have agreed to fuch a meafure, but- at the Nabob’s 
earneft requeft. Mr. Middleton and Mr. Johnfon, in December, 1781, made ftrong repre- 
fentations to me of the difordered ftate of the Nabob’s Government, from its participation in 
the confequences of the Benares infurrection, and the vidlent oppofition fupported by the in- 
fluence and refources of the Begums. In confequence of their réeprefeéntations, I propofed that 
a detachment of four regiments, with a fuitable train of artillery, under the ‘command of Sir 
John Cumming, fhould be ftationed at Lucknow during the unfettled ftate of the Govern- 
ment; but upon a reprefentation from the Refident, that fuch a meafure would not meet the 
Nabob’s concurrence, who was entitled to demand fuccour, upon an emergency, from the re- 
gular brigade at Cawnpore, I countermanded the march of this detachment; and I deny that 
J cver entertained an idea of fending a fingle Sepoy into the Nabob‘'s dominions without his 
confent. My accufer very itrangely confounds my orders for the march of a detachment of 
the 24th December, 1781, which never entered the Nabob’s dominions, ‘with a refolution of 


al ‘Government 
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Government taken in the latter end of the year 1582, in confequence of a requcft from the 
Nabob himfelf, tranfmitted to us through Mr. Briftow, that we would ftation a detachment of 
five regiments of Sepnys at Futtyghur ; and we did fo. Vhisis the detachment at prefert ita- 
tioned there, whofe fervices [ thought the Nabob did not want; and this Honouiable Eloufe is 
ig pofiefiion of the orders of the Court of Directors which confirm every part of my agree- 
ment with his Exccllency. I therefor: again moit folemnly affirm, that I have never deviated 
in the {malleft degree from my engagements with his Excellency. I appeal to all his letters, 
and to the fentiments of every man now 'in England, who has ferved in Owde, to jultify me 
againit -fo unmerited a calumny as this char „e would fix upon me. 


I am accufed of caufing the Treafury accounts of Calcutta to be fcrutirized, in order to 
difcover ene demand of £.260,000, and a fecond of £.140,000, by which the Nabob and his 
Minifier were fo terrificd and confounded, that the former defired the Kefident might at onc? 
take:}1s countr,, fince juftice was out of the queftion. 


How fhall F reply to fuch a charge, preferving at-the fame time the refpcét which is due to 
this Honourable Houfe? If, upon adjufting the annual accounts in Calcutta, our Accountant 
General difcovered a balance of £.400,000 in favour of the Company—was it not my cuty to 
ftate the claim? The juftice of it the Nabob did net difpute : He allowed the claim, but ftated 
one which he had againft the Company; this the Refident could not allow without authority, 
and upon this demur, his Excellency made ufe of the language quoted by my accvfer as a 
charge again{t me. Let me here repeat, that thefe claims, and all others, are fully liquidated, 
and that in the month of September laft the Nabob. did not owe the Company a thiiling. 


I neither meant to add to the confufion, perplexity, or diftrefs of the Nabob, by fending my 
Secretary, Major Palmer, to his Excellency: The deputation has been attended with the moft 
fortunate confequences, both tọ the Nabob and the Eatt-India Company. I appeal to my in- 
ftructions to Major Palmer to juftify me againft the infinuations contained in this part of the 
charge. It was mv duty to relieve the diftrefles of the Company by .every poflible means, and 
we were ftrugeling for our exiftence in India, in the month of July, 14-82, when I de- 
puted Major Palmer to Lucknow. Was it criminal in me zken, to delire the Nabob would pay 
ten lacks of rupees, which he had intended as a prefent to myfelf,.to the Company, to whofe 
ufe I fhould faithfully have applied it, as L did the former fum, had I received it? and was it 
criminal in me to delire Mzjor Palmer to raife, if .poffible, the {fum of 50 or 60 lacks of rupees, 
for the relief of our exhauftcd Treafury, upon: a loan for which the Company’s bonds were tò 
be given. ‘Thefe.are charges I did not expeét, amd.was ill prepared to reply to. 


I pofitively deny, that I inftrucSted Major Palmer to-infift upon a fingle point contrary to the 
Nabob’s inclination. It is extremely difficult for me to. anfwer a charge of this kind, except 
4 a moft.folemn denial of the truth of it. I never exprefled a wifh to fix a fingle regiment in 

Iwde beyond “the regular brigade and the Refident’s guard at Lucknow, nor had the Nabob a 
Sepoy in Owde in the year 1782, beyond tae number pretcribed by treaty, but either three-or 
Your regiments fram the regular brigade-were at that time detached in different parts of his do- 
minions. This was not conformable to the fpirit of the treaty, and it was in oppofition to an 
opinion I had always profeffed and ated up to, tht our force, to be refpeétable, ought not to 
be frittered away in detachments, or in danger of being dcitroyed in detail. The brigaJe was 
ftationed for the defence of the Nabob’s frontiers, and his’.Excellency himfelf propofed that a 
feparate eftablifhment, confifting.of four regiments of our'troops, under certain prefcribed re- 
‘gulations, fhould be kept up for the fervice of the cclleé&tions. “his propofal was fubmitted to 
me for, a yal in the month of March, 1782, and thus the confideration of it became an ar- 
ticle in Major Palmer’s inftru&ions two months after. . If the resiments were to be eftabl -fhed, 
it was my duty to fecure funds. for the payment cf them; but it was entirely optional in the 
Nabob-to fix, or to reject the eftablifhment altogether ;—and he did rejeét it. 


Lieutenant Colonel Hannay’s corps was eltablifhed with the Nabob’s confent, and ‘even at Fis 
own exprefs defire, for the defence of Gurruckpore and Baratch, the moft difaffe&ted and dif- 
orderly diftri&s in the Nabob’s dominions. Until the period of Colonel Hannay’s appointment 
the revenues of thefe diftri&s were nearly expended in .the maintenace of the trcops which de- 
fended them; and it has been proved that much larger remitt:nces werc made from thote diftriCts 
to the Nabob’s-treafury, while Colonel Hannay commanded in Gurruckpore, than at any other 
period before his appointment, or fince-hig removal. : 


The ftate of the adminiftration of juftice in Owde was fo very defeétive in 1782 (though pre- 
cog A the fame as it had been.fince our firft connection with that country) that | urgently p-efled 
the Nabob to cftablith Dewanny Courts upon a fimilar plan with our own Courts in Bengal ; 
but, anxious as I was upon’this point, I never prefurted to declare the Company the Sovercigns 

wde, which I muit have done had I impofed thofe regulations whictteI conceived to be 
neceflary, 
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receflary, againft the confent of the Nabob; and it was a point of great delicacy to be effab- 
lifhed gradually, even with the Nabob’s full confent. The adminiftration of juftice is undoubt- 
edly the foundation and effence of government, and the fecurity of the revenue ; but, to have 
taken it into my own hands, would, in faét, have been to declare. myfelf the Sovereign of 
Owde. My accufer may, with equal propriety, charge me with a high crime and mifdemeanor, 
for not preventing the commiffion of murder or robbery in England at the prefent moment, ag 
he has done, for my inability to put a ftop to.fimilar enormities in Owde in the year, 1783. 
Admitting the faét to be true, as {tated in a letter from Mr. Briftow.of the 29th of January, 
1784, written and difpatched after his removal from office, that a woman was murdered in the 
city of Lucknow, the aunt of Nabob Behadre, one of the Nabob’s brothers; how am I re- 
{porfible for this atrocious-act?- I do not know that I ever faw or heard of the Nabob Behadre. 
He has been defcribed to me, fince I read this charge, by many Gentlemen who knew him, 
as a depraved, profligate, and abandoned charaéter, perpetually involved in guarrels, and his 
tife hourly in danger from his own irregularities: A man hardly recognized as a relation 
by the Inte Sujah ul Dowlah, the prefent Nabob, or by any of his family. But were he 
of a different chara@er, am l accountable for the attempt which a ruffian made upon his 
life, or for the death of his aunt? ‘The circumiftance of this tranfaction I am to this day 
totally unacquainted with. In the length of time that I pafled at Lucknow, and in daily con- 
verfation withthe Nabob,-his Minifters, and others, I muft have heard of it, had it been truc. 
—I never did. 


- With refoe& to the relations of the Nabob, I do affure this Honourable Houfe, that I was. 
in habits of continual intercourfe with them ; that they expreffed their fincere fatisfaction 
at the meafures which I adopted ; and the moft powerful amonyft the Nabob’s family, his 
‘uncle, Salar Jung, and the Begums, declared upon all occafions, while I refided at Luck- 
now, and fince my departure from it, their moft complete fatisfaction and approbation of all my 
proceedings. . 


I am accufed of inconfiftency in my conduét towards Almas Ally Cawn.; a very few words 
will exculpate me from this charge. In the year 1782, Almas Ally Cawn was reprefented to 
me as in a {tate of actual rebellion : T believed the reprefentation, and I initruéted Mr. Briftow, 
if it were true, ad kis crimes proved, to urge the Nabob to punifh him with death; but even 
here, I faid, that whatever engegement had been made with him, muft, however exceptiona+ 
ble, be faithfully obferved. Subfequent information induced me to believe that I was mittaken; . 
and as an incontrovertible proof it, Almas Ally Cawn, upon the faith of my affurances, in the 
month of February, 1784, came to Lucknow unattended, where’ he refided as a private man, 
while I remained in India. By my folicitations he advanced the fum of. £. 50,000 to the Nabob, 
which was employed for the Company’s fervice, and by this affiftance afforded to -his Severeign 
and the Eaft ndia Company, he refuted the charges of perfidy and difloyalty, which had often 
been too fuccef:fully urged againit him ; but I declare at the fame time, that I thought Almas 
Ally Cawn’s powcr was too confiderable, and contrary to good policy; yet as it had been given 
to him by the Nabob, I found it impoffible to change the fyftem, and therefore advifed its 
continuance. Let the confidence which Almas Ally Cawn placed in me, by coming unattended 
to Lucknow upon the faith of a letter from myfelf only, be a proof, as it ought to be, that my 
character does not deferve thofe infinuations which have been thrown out againft it, 


In feveral articles of. this charge, it is infinvated that I provided for my creatures and de- 
pendants, by affuming the management of the Nabob’s revenue; no proof has been brought of 
the aflertion, and I affirm it to’ be wholly groundrefs: What defeription of gentlemen have I 
employed or patronized in Indta, who deferve to be mentioned in fach opprobious terms è Thofe 
who compofed my family were men of ability and integrity, men diftinguifhed in the civil and 
military branches of the Company’s fervice : Major Palmer, my Secretary, has been nearly 
twenty years in the army ; Major Davy, whom I alfo employed as my Perfian tranflator, en- 
joyed the fame office under Sir Robert Barker. ‘Thefe Gentlemen were of my own nomination,- 
and they ferved the Company faithfully and fuccefsfully on various occafions. Mr. Wombwell 
was exprefsly appointed by the Court of Directors to an office of great emolument in Owde ; 
and the reverfion of this office was on the 1ft of March, 1783, beftowed by the fame authority 
upon Mr. John Taylor, the nephew of a Gentleman then Chairman of the Court of Direétors, 
and a Member of this Honourable Houfe, Sir Henry Fletcher. - But what relations, or what 
intimate conncétions of my own, have I provided for; either from the revenues of Owdc, or 
by beftowing offices upon them in Bengal? I never had ‘more than two relations in Bengal ; 
one of them was killed at the ftorm of the fortrcfs of Lahor, and at the time ef his death 
was many thoufand rupees in debt. Fhe other is at- this moment a Lieutenant in Bengal, 
totally unprovided for; and the only requeft which I ever made in his favour (though an 
ineffe@tual ene) was that the. Court of Direétors would-be pleafed to appoint him a writer 


in the fervice. 
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My accufer afferts, that I authorized large allowances to be received from the Nabob Vizier, 
and thereby violated my own folemn agreement with him.—I{ do deny that I authorized Major 
Palmer to draw any falasy or allowance whatloever ; but I fuppoted that his expences, while he 
remained at Lucknow by the exprefs and urgent requefi ef the Nabob Vizier, would be defrayed 
by his Excellency.—My refolution was taken to return to inglend.—The other allowances 
‘were merely tomporary, not fixed by mc, but by the Nabob Vizier himfelf, and to be totally 
reduced at any time, either by himfelf or by an order of the Board; or to be modified and 
dettled in the manner which they have been fince my refignation of the fervice. 


Having affirmed that I provided for no creatures or dependents from the revenues of Owde, 
I can wich equal truth declare, which 1 now do moft folemnly to this: Honourable Houfe, that L 
did not add to my own fortune by my journey to Lucknow, or by my connection with the Naboh. 
—On this fubject, however, 1 forbear to enlarge.—I claim no merit with this Honourable 
Houle for having merely done my duty. 


It is alfo a charge againft me, that I negleéted an application from a brother ef the Nabch 
Mirza Junely, whowitfhed to fix himfelf in our Provinces—l difcouraged his defign, and with 
reafon. The Nabod Saadut Ally has refided under our prote&tion fince the year 1777, and 
though his refidence with us is oftenfibly fanéticnod by the Nabob, it has ever been a fource of 
jealoufy and uneafinefs to him, and it has afforded an opportunity to difaffeéted and infidious 
men, to imprefs his mind with falfe notions of his brother’s defigns—If I had afforded an afv- 
lum for Mirza Jungly in our own provinces, with a fuitable provifion for his fupport, or an 
acquiefcence in his return on his own terms to. Lucknow, there were at leait a dezen other 
brothers who-would have followed his example, and would of courfe have expeétcd our media- 
tion in their behalf; and on what obligation fhould I have done it? or on what principle could 
I have been juftified in thefe petty interferences in the competition of individuals of the Nabob’s 
family : 


The remainder oft this charge is more a defence of Mr..Briftow than an ‘attack upon me.—I 
fhall not trouble this Honourable Houfe with a detail upon this fubjeét—For the prefent, I fhall 
merely obferve, that in the month of September, 1782, Mr. Briftow was appointed Refident at 
Owde—Thata very few months after his appointment, very great heats and animotities broke 
out between Mr. Briftow on the one parr, and the Nabob and his Minifter on the other—I had 
no enmity to-Mr. Briftow, nor had I any perfonal motives to gratify by his removal:—T hefe 
difputes were referred to the Council in Calcutta—I took the part of the Nabob and his Mi- 
nifter ; my Council juftified Mr. Briftow—But a Government fo difordered could not poffib! 
exift—I[t became neceflary, in the month of December, 1783, either to remove Mr. Brittow, 
or to authorize him to aflume an abfolute authority in Owde; andthis-I ftated to the Council, 
who were alarmed.at the profpect before them ; and though they were all the ftrenuous defenders 
of Mr. Briftow, agreed tohis removal, and to delegate to me the power of fettling every dif- 
puted point with the-Vizier, provided I would be refponfible fer his payment of the balance due 
to the Company, not with my fortune, as my accufer truly fays, but with my- character, which J 
prize infinitely higher.—I accepted the truft, and it detained me one entire feafon in India—I 
proceeded to. Lucknow; I met the Nabob upon the moft friendly terms; -I declare to this 
Honourable Houfe, that I treated him with the re{peét and the attention which was due to his 
high rank—that I never prefumed to fpeak to him in an authoritative tone ; and that, by argu- 
ment and- perfuafion, I carried all my- poiñts both with the Nabob and his Minifter—I never 
interchanged an unpleafant word with him, during the five months which I remained at his 
Court, and near four of that period lived, with thirty Englith gentlemen, and numerous guards 
and domeftics, within the fame inclofure.; nor in that period did the Mighteft difpute ever aiife 
between his people and mine, 








ANSWER TO THE NINETEENTH, EILGH TEENTH, 
AND SEVENTEENTH CHARGES 


LIBEL ON THE COURT OF DIRECTORS — MOGUL DELIVERED UP TO THE 
MAHRATTAS——AND MAHOMED REZA CAWN. 


F the three charges which were delivered to me on Friday, and I believe to the Members of 
{ this Honourable Houfe on the fame day, contained much impeachable matter, I fhould re- 
'queft a delay of a few days to prepare my reply to them; but l have no objegtion to leave them, 

accompanied 
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accompanied by avery fhort explanation, to make thcir own :mpreffion upon this Honourable 
Houfe. In truth, I have read them over myfelf very curforily. 


“~J 


In the roth charge, Iam accufed of publifhing t$a libel on the Court of Diredétors.”? How 
can Ireply to fuch a charge? The Court of Dire&tors have commenced no profecution again ft 
me fora Jibcl ; on the contrary, two years after the publication of my letter, which now for tle 
firit time is called a libel, I have had the honour and the happinefs to receive their unanimous 
thanks for my long, faithful, and able fervices. The Court of Direétors cenfured me for ad- 
dreffing them with fuch unguarded warmth, in their letter of the 28th January, 1784; burl 

-had the pleafure to find that cenfure accompanicd by the following words :—** After the retiftance 
«< which the Rajah had made, no countenance could be confiitently fhewn him. However, 
“ we turn afide from this difagreeable fubject, to exprefs great approbation at the extraordinary 
< exertions of our Governor-General and Council, to counteract the defigns of our numerous 
‘*s enemies.” And with this quotation I fhall clofe my obfervations on the-19th charge. 


I know not, I proteft, what my accufer means by the charge which he ftyles ** The Mogul 
$c delivered up to the Mahrattas.” I muft decline any anfwer to this chatge,: until I receive 
fome further lights upon the fubje&. I avow, that I would have afforded effectual affiftance to 
the Mogul,- that is to the King-Shak Allum, if powers had been granted to me; but my Coun- 
cil differed in opinion with me, and nothing was done. Major Browne’s letter to the Court of 
Directors, of the 6th of October, 1785, fully proves that no engagements of any kind were 
concluded. I declare, that I entered into no negociations with Madajce Scindia for delivering 
the Mogul into the hands of the Mahrattas; but I muit have been a madman indeed, if I had 
Involved the Company in a war with the Mahrattas, becaufe the Mogul, as his laft refource, 
had thrown himfeif under the protection’ of Madajee Scindia. I do affure this Honourabie 
Houfe, that when the Council agreed to inveft me with full powers, to affift the Nabob Vizier 
in reitoring order and tranquillity throughout his dominions, I drew up my own inftructions, 
which, on their approval, became an actof Government. I mention this circumftance, as a 
fuil refutation of my accufer’s remark, ‘* that the Council, being well aware of his (the faid 
ee Haftings’s) difpofition to engage in unwarrantable defigns againit the neighbouring States, did 
“© exprefsly confine his powers, &c. &c.”’ 


The only remaining charge which has been delivered to me, refpeéts my treatment of Maho- 
med Rez: Cawn, and-the Nabob of. Bengal. ‘Fo this I-fhall reply fomewhat more at length, 
preficd as I am in point of time. 


It was my lot to be entrufted by the Secret Committee of the Court of Directors with the 
execution of orders, which were to be returned to them unfeen, in the event of my death. 
T hefe orders I received the day after my acceffion to the Government of Bengal. I fhall infert 
a copy'of them, and the fubfequent letters which paffed between me and the Court of Directors 
on the fubject of them. 


-From the Secret Committee of the ‘Court of Directors to Mr. Haftings, dated the 28th 
Auguft, 1771. 


< By our General Addrefs you will be informed of the reafons we have to be diffatisfied with 
the Adminittration of Mahomed Reza Cawn, and will percéive the expediency of our divefting 
him of the rank and influence he holds, as Naib Dewan of Bengal. But though we have 
declared our refolution in this refpe&t to our Prefident and Council, yet, as the meafures to ‘be 
taken in confequence thereof might be defeated by the Minifter, and all enquiry into his con- 
- dudt rendered ineffzétual, were he to have any previous intimation of our defigns, we, the 
' Secret Committee, having the moft perfe&t confidence in your judgment, prudence, and inte- 
grity, have thought proper to entru/i to your efpecial care the execution of thofe meafures which 
alone can render the Naib’s conduét fubject to the effect of a full enquiry, and fecure that re- 
tribution which may be due on the detection of any fraud, embezzlement, or collufive practice, 
in his public or private tranfactions. 


<< In order, therefore, to make him amenable toa due courfe of juftice, and to prevent the 
ill confequences which may refult from the refentment and revenge which he may conceive in 
the knowledge of our intentions, we hereby direét and enjoin you (immediately on the receipt of 
this letter) to ifue your private orders, for fecuring the perfon of Mahomed.Reza Cawn, together 
with his whole family, and his known partizans and adherents, and for bringing them down to 
Calcutta ; and it is our pleafure that they by no means be fuffered to quit the place, until Ma- 
homed ‘Reza Cawn fhall have exculpated himfelf from the crimes of which he now ftands 
charged or fufpected. In this refearch, your own judgment will direét you to all fuch means of 
4 K information 
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information as may be likely to bring to light the moft fecret of his tranfadction: We, how- 
ever, cannot forbear recommending to you, to avail yourfelf of the inteiligenc: « hich Nun- 
comar may be able to give, refpecling the Naib’s Adminiftration; and which the cnvy which 
Nuncomar is fuppofed to bear this Minifter, may prompt him to a ready communication of all 
proceedings which have come to his knowledge, we are perfuaded that no fcrutable part of the 
‘Nabob’s conduét can have efcaped the watchful eye of his jealous and nenctrating rival. We 
have the fatisfaction to reflect, that you are too well apprized of the fubtlety and difpofition of 
Nuncomar, to yield him any truftor authority which may be turned to his own advantage, and 
prove detrimental to the Company’s intereft. 


< Though we have thought it necefiary to intimate to you how little we are difpofed to dele- 
pate any power or influence to Nuncomar, yet fhould his information and affiftance be fervice- 
able to you, in your inveftigating the conduct of Mahomed Reza Cawn, you will yield him 
fuch encouragement and reward as his trouble, and the extent of his fervices, may deferve.”’ 


Extra& of my letter to the Court of Dire&tors, dated rft September, 1772. 


et The immediate departure of the Colebrooke, which failed the day after my letter of the 
24th of April had reached her, prevented my giving you further intelligence of the iffue of the 
meafures which I had taken for the arreft of Mahomed Reza Cawn. Js your comman”s were 
peremptory, and addreffed to myfelf alene, I carefully concealed them from every other perfon, ex- 
cept Mr. Middleton, whofe affiftance was neceflary for their execution, until I was informed by 
him that Mahomed Reza Cawn was actually in arreft, and on his way to Calcutta. I had no 
conneétion with Nuncomar, or his family, prior to the receipt of your commands by the Lap- 
wing: On the contrary, from the year 1759 to the time when I left Bengal, in 1764, I was 
engaged in a continual oppofition to the interefts and defigns of that man, becaufe I judged him 
to be adverfe tothe interefts of my employers; and, inthe courfe of this contention, I received 
fufficient indications of his ill-will, to have made me his irreconcileable enemy, if I could fuffer 
my paffions to fupercede the ay which I owe to the Company. ‘To the fervice of the Com- 
pany, and to your commands, I have facrificed my feelings, and I have combated thofe ‘of 
others joined with mein the adminiftration of your affairs. 


« ‘The fame principles guided’ me, though not uninfluenced by other arguments of great 
force, in the choice of Munny Begum, the widow of the Nabob Meer Jaffier, and of Rajah 
Goordals, the fon of "Maha Rajah Nuncomar, the former for the Chief Adminiftration, the 
latter for the Dewanee of the Nabob’s houfehold ; both the declared enemies of Mahomed Reza 
Cawn. Tothelatter, indeed, I was principally inclined through your commands; and I hope 
it will appear, that I have adopted almoft the only expedient in which they could be exaétly ful- 
‘filled. You direćted, ** That if the affiftance of Nuncomar fhould be ferviceable to me in 
<< inveftigating the conduct of Mahomed Reza Cawn, I fhould yield him fuch reward as his 
c trouble, and the extentof his fervices, may deferve.”” Had I not been guided by the caution 
which you have been pleafed to enjoin me,- yet my own knowledge of the character of Nun- 
comar would have reftrained me from yielding him any truft or authority, which could prove 
detrimental to the Company’s interefts. “You will perceive by the Records, that this appoint- 
ment has not taken place without oppofition. Idid not think myfelf at liberty to divulge your 
fecret commands. - I am at this time moft firmly perfuaded, that no other meafure whatever 
would have been likely to prove fo effectual, either fl promoting the enquiry which you have di- 
rected, or giving ftrength and duration to the new fyttem.” 


‘Extract of the Court of Directors reply to the above. 


«c ‘The extirpation of Mahomed: Reza Cawn’s influence was abfolutely neceffary ; and as to 
any hopes which he may entertain of profiting by changes in the Court of Directors, thefe hopes 
muft fpeedily vanifh, for however different their fentiments may be in fome particulars, they 
heartily concur-in thé propriety and neceffity of fetting him afide. “Your choice of the Begum for 
guardian to the Nabob, we entirely approve. The ufe you intend making of Nuncomar is very 
proper ; and it affords us great fatisfaction to find, that you could at once determine to fuppre/s att 
perfonal refentment, when the public welfare feemed to clafh with your. private fentiments re- 
dative to Nuncomar.” 


Extract 


Extract of a letter from Mr. Haftings to the Court of Directors, dated Fort William 
24th March, 1774. 


<¢ Although the proceedings of the Board very minutely recorded all the meafures which 
were taken for profecuting the enquiry into the conduét of Mahomed Reza Cawn, and my own 
fentiments both in the courfe and the iflue of it, yetasI was originally honoured with your fepa- 
rate commands for conducting this intricate bufinefs, I conceive it to bein fome meafure incum- 
bent on me to addrefs you on its conclufion. You will be pleafed to recollect that the charge 
was general, without any fpecification of time, places, or perfons; I had neither witnefles, 
vouchers, nor materials to begin with; for thefe I relied chiefly on the abilities, obfervation, 
and active malignity of Nuncomar. In thecourfe of the enquiry, 1 proceeded with the moft 
rigid impartiality ; not fuffering (I can fafely fay) the fmalleft bias to incline me. You will 
fee with what materials I was turnifhed; I am forry to fay, that fome were collected with fo 
little regard to decency or truth, as to make me ie Ae a EA of the effeéts which they might 
have produced on my character, from the countenance which I afforded Nuncomar in the pro- 
fecution, had I not, in my own immediate condu@, invariably adhered to the ftricteft rules of 
juftice. Notwithftanding the confcioufnefs which I poflefs of my own integrity, and the cer- 
tainty thatmy conduct throughout this ungrateful bufinefs will, on the moit rigid fcrutiny, do 
me credit, yet I am not without my fears. - I am aware of the violent prejudices that were taken 
up at onetime againit Mahomed Reza Cawn by all ranks of people, both here and at home. 
I amalfo aware that in England, where the very name of enquiry into the paft management of 
affairs in India flatteis the paffion of the times, and raifes expectations of great and important 


detections, the refult may baulk thofe expectations, and turn the torrent of popular clamour 
another way. 


<< I muft declare that I have another motive for my fears; the dark and deceitful character of 
Nuncomar, whofe gratitude no kindnefs can bind, nor even his own intereft difengage him 
from thofe crooked politics which have been the ftudy and practice of his whole life: OF this L 
have had many extraordinary proofs. 


s My experience of his character has never altered my behaviour to him; but in fuch: in- 
{tances only, and fuch have occurred, as required it for the public tranquillity. I have fup- 


ported the authority of Rajah Goodra(fs, even in oppofition to the Begum, becaufe it was con- 
diftent with your intereft.”’ 


Mahomed Reza Cawn was acquitted by me, and appointed, in 1775, to the fuperintendance 
of the Nabob’s houfehold, during his minority, and to the adminittration of criminal juftice 
throughout the provinces. From thefe offices he was removed in 1778, by the Board, where I 
had a cafting voice, the Nabob being then 20 years of age. Of this removal the Court of Di~ 
rectors difapproved, and, againft the moft ftrenuous remonftrances of the Nabob and all his 
family, he was reappointed in 1780, when the Nabob was 23 years of age. On repeated 
petitions from the Nabob, l again removed Mahomed Reza Cawn, in 1781, from being guar- 
dian of the minority of a man who was then 24 years of age, but he was-continue hief 
Criminal Judge of the Provinces, and that office he ftill retains. I have fettled jaghires on his 
two fons, which produce them a liberal income. To my juftice and impartiality Mahomed 
Reza Cawn has often declared he owes his life and honour, when the deepeft fchemes of vil- 
lainy were laid to deprive him of both. He has received many offices of kindnefs from me ; and 
I am fure his fentiments for me are thofe of gratitude and affection. 


I hope I may be allowed to make an obfervation on the conduct of the Court: of Directors, 
as it refpected Mahomed Reza Cawn, Nuncomar, and myfelf. ‘The gratitude which I owe to 
them, and the refpect which I feel for the individual Members of that Court, is as great as can 
warm the breaft of any man; yetI had fubftantial caufe of complaint againft them for the 
return I met with for a rigid and literal obedience to their orders in the inftance I have quoted. 
I employed Nuncomar, and I profecuted Mahomed Reza Cawn. ‘The Directors were well 
aware of the faithlefs character of the firft, and affured me, that under no change whatfoever 
fhould the latter be reftored to power; yet both thefe men, within two years of the date of their 
letter, were employed as inftruments of vengeance againft me. The opinions of Council were 
taken in England, whether, upon the information of Nuncomar, a profecution could not be 
inftituted againft me for money ftated to be corruptly taken ; and there was a time when I was 
threatened with a profecution by Mahomed Reza Cawn, for a rigid obedience to the orders of 
my fuperiors ;—and I ftand here now to anfwer to a charge of high crimes and mifdemeanors for 
having obeyed thefe orders. 


I have 


L “og 


t have not fufficient time icft to enter minutely into the particulars of my defence apainft the 
¢harge intruded into this article, of infolent and oppreilive treerment of the Nakob aTobarek 
ul Dowlah, and therefore borrow the ‘aid of Sir Jobn IVOyley, who was the Refident at the 
Durbar, and is charged with being the inftrument of my oppreifive acts to the Nabon, to recite, 
as he would do upon oath, if required, all that he knows relative to thefe tranfactions, and his 
teftimony is hereto annexed. It remains for me only to premife, in a few words, that I always 
rewarded ‘the Nabob Mobarek ul Dowlah, as being under my protection, and mylelf as his 
guardian; that whenever he committed fuch irregularities as tended to injure either his intereft 
or reputation in an cflential manner, I admonifhed him to avoid fuch exceiles in future ; and by 
gentle perfuations, for 1 never ufed anyother, I tried, and generally with fuccefs, to wean hirz 
from his bad habits, as I became acquainted with them. 

I prevailed upon him to remove difcreditable people from his fociety, and I gave him the 
affiftance of Sir John D’Oyley, under my own inftructions, to mele a new arrangement and 
diftribution of his expences, becaufe they had run out beyond all bounds ; and if I had net 
done this, he would have been involvedin debt, his palace would have been furrounded by cla- 
morous creditors, and ultimately the demand would have been defrayed from our treafury. J 
hope nothing I have faid will appear to reflect on the young Nabob, whofe difpofition is gentle 
and pliant, and his general behaviour fuch as merits every inftance of kindnefs that can b> 
fhewn him by the Eaft India Company. 


Sir ‘Fokn D’Oyley’s Recita’. 


“ I was appointed Refident on the refignation of Mr. Byam Martin, in the month of fa- 
nuary, 1780, and took charge about the beginning of February of the fame year. 


es The fubftance of the inftructions I received was to endeavour, by every means in my 
power, to conciliate the good opinion and regard of the Nabob:and his family, that I might be 
able to perfuade him to adopt effectual meafures for the better regulation of his expences, which 
were underftood to have greatly exceeded his income; that I might prevent his forming impro- 
per connections, or taking any fteps derogatory to his rank; and by every means in my power 
fupport his eredit and dignity in the eyes of the werld; and with refpeét tó the various branches 
ef his family, I was inftructed to endeavour to put a ftop to the diflenfions which had too fre- 
quently prevailed amongft them. The Nabob on his part was recommended to pay the fame 
attention to my advice as he would have done to that of the Governor General in perfon. 


€ Some time (I think) in the month of February of the fame year, I received a letter from 
“Mr. Haftings,. purporting that.the critical. ficuation of affairs requiring the union and utmoit 
exertion of. every: Member of the Government, to give vigour to the acts neceffary for its relict, 
he had agreed to an accommodation with Mr. Francis ; but to effect this point, he had been under 
the neceffity of making fome painful facrifices, and particularly that of the reftoration of Ma- 
homed Reza Cawn to the office of Naib Soubah, a meafure which he knew muit be highly dif- 
agreeable to the INabob, and which nothing but the urgent necefflity of the cafe fhould have led 
him to acquiefce in; that he relied on me to ftate all thefe circumitances in the moft forcible 
manner to the Nabob, and to urge his compliance, affuring him that it fhould not continue 
longer than until the next advices were received from the Court of Direétors. 


ct Never did I experience.a more difagreeable tafk—fo relu@ant was the Nabob to concur; 
and fuch indignation did he exprefs at being again fubjected to fo difagreeable a fituation, that 
I more than once defpaired of fuccefs, and apprehended that he would, as he threatened, repair 
to Calcutta, and appeal perfonally to the juftice of the Council ; and nothing, } am perfuaded 
would have induced him to acquiefce, but my affurances to him, on the part of the Governor 
General, that it was only a temporary mezfure, abfolviely neceflary for the welfare of the {tate, 
and fhould be done away as foon as that neceflity was removed. The letter, which contained 
the Nabob’s acquiefcence, will prove how much he felt himfelf injured -by it. 


«€e Mahomed Reza Cawn.was accordingly reinftated in all his offices, and the Nabob acain 
reduced to the fituation of a mere cypher. He was then 23 years of age. f 


< About the month of June, 1781, -Mr. Haftings, being then at Moorfhedabad, communi- 
cated to me his intention of performing his promife to the Nabob, by reftoring him to the ma- 
nagement of his own affairs; and at the fame time gave me inftrucétions, with the concurrence 
of the Nabob, to make a minute inveftigation into the Nabob’s accounts, and to concert with 
him a plan for the reduction of his expences within his income; he alfo drew up certain articles 
of inftruction for the Nabob’s conduct, and the management of his affairs. This change was 
by 
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by no means agreeable to me, as I was fenfible it drew on me a great weight of refponfibility, 
and that the reform which I had engaged to ufe my endeavours to bring about, would not only 
be a laborious and arduous undertaking, but fubjeét me to the enmity of al] thofe who muft 
fuffer by it. I however undertook it; and the Nabob, at my requeft, did order his accoun- 
tants to furnifh me with whatever papers I fhould call for. T hefe were very voluminous, and I 
found, on inveftigation, that his difburfements exceeded his ftipend about three lacks of rupees 
per annum. [I fet about to form a plan of reduétion, and requefted of the Nabob to do the 
fame; and when both were finifhed we compared them, and from both, by mutual agreement, 
fixed all his expences on fuch a footing as to come within his income; doubtlefs this occa- 
fioned great diftrefs to many, but the Nabob foon found the benefit, in being enabled to live 
much better than he had ever done before. 


<< During the adminiftration of Mahomed Reza Cawn, it had been a conftant fubject of 
complaint from him, and of reprefentation to the Nabob from me, that many of thofe of whom 
he made companions were perfons neither entitled, by their rank in life, or by the goodnefs of 
their characters, to fuch a diftinction ; and indeed they frequently led him into very improper 
and difgraceful acts: alfo, that many Europeans made it a.practice to vifit the Nabob, in hopes 
of receiving prefents from him; and to my knowledge, feveral European fervants had intruded 
themfelves into the Nabob’s company as gentlemen, and through his ignorance had been 
treated as fuch by him. Thefe circumftances I reprefented to the Governor General, who 
made it a point with the Nabob to avoid it in future, by informing himfelf from me of the Gif- 
ferent characters who were defireus of vifiting him ; to this he cheerfully agreed, and I never 
once objected to any perfon, in the character of a gentleman, vifiting the Nabob. He was 
. pleafed alfo to remove from about his perfon the other parties complained of. 


< The Nabob did aétually difavow and declare, with a moft folemn oath, that he never 
authorized any perfon whatever to make an offer to give up any part of his ftipend; and never 
did I fee expreffion of aftonifhment painted in the countenance of any perfon more ftrongly 
than in that of the Nabob, when he firft heard it; his remark was, ‘* How is it poffidle to 
<* fuppofe fuch an idea could ever be entertained, when I am already fo much ftraitened by the 
** inadequacy of my income to my difburfements, and have been continually applying for relief 
“<< from my difficulties.” -He was fo enraged at the circumftance, as to banifh the perfon- from 
his prefence. 


‘cc The reduced plan of the Nabob’s expences could never appear to difgrace him in the eyes 
of the people, as the Refident never appeared in it—no part of it was fixed but with his con- 
currence, and made public in his name ; in fact it was a plan of kis own. 


*«¢ I cannot pretend to fay what might have been formerly the-practice refpe&ting the iffuing 
the Nabob’s ftipend ; that which fubfifted on my taking charge was this:-—The Refident made 
application by writing to the Provincial Council of Revenue at Moorfhedabad, to the Collector 
of Rajefhahey, or whoever was appointed to furnifh the fupplies, for a fpecific fum, from one 
to five lacks cf rupces; when received, it was paid to the Naib Soubah, whilft that office 
exified, or to the Dewan, who gave receipts, under his own and the -Nabob’s feal and figna- 
ture, which receipts were kept as vouchers, and to be fent down to the Prefidency whenever the 
Accountant Generz! called for thein. I[ never received any orders to fend to the Council an 
annual account of the particulars of the Nabob’s diftribution of his ftipend, nor fhould I have 
thought myfelf authorized to have demanded fuch an account from the Nabob. I received the 
íupplies in grofs fums, and immediately paid the fame in grofs fums. "The Refident fends 
down an account -current monthly of the receipts and difburfements of his office, and the 
receipts from the Nabob, &c. are the vouchers for the having iflued it. 


<c I could have very little occafion to correfpond with the-Nabob, when I lived within four 
miles of his palace, and fet apart two days in the week for meeting him on bufinefs. Letters of 
complaint or inquiry I might have written to him, but I believe never on bufinefs ; befides, not 
a cay ever pafled without the attendance of the Dewan. 


‘ ‘The Company have received a very full and circumftantial account of the fituation of the 
WNabob’s affairs, in a letter written in the year 1785, in which his diftrefles, and the caufes of 
them, are particularly fet forth. That his diftreiles are great, that he is burthened with an 
enormous debt, and that not only the Muflulmans dependant on his family, but even many of 
Lis rclations, and others of ‘high rank, are reduced:to a ftate of indigence, is moft true, and 
ca‘ls loudly-for relicf. He made repeated applications to the Council on this fubject, and re- 
prefentations were made to the Court of Directors; but as thefe were not attended with fuccels, 
bs did, with the concurrence of the Governor Nees determine to make a direct appeal to 
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tac Company for relicf. His reprefentation is now before them, and I have no doubt they will 
attend to it. 


“© On the Subjed? of Alahomed Reza Cawn. 


« Mahomed Reza Cawn, after his removal from office, repeatedly declared to me his fatis 
faction at being relieved from a flation which was not only excecdingly troublefome, but to the 
higheft degree invidious, both from the inadequacy of the ftipend to the neceflary cxpence., 
and from the numerous claimants on it, both among his own dependants and thofe of the Na- 
bob’s family, and who, if difappointed, took every means in their power to mifreprcient his 
conduct, and to impede his meafures ; to which the Nabob, from a defire to emancipate himfelt 
from a yoke at once fo galling and diteracectul, was ever ready to lend his fupport: the necetl- 
farv confequence was a conttant augmentation of a debt, commenced under his father, and 
inerealed under each of his brothers, with which the Nabob was faddled at his accefiion. 


Extracts of a Letter from the Nabob Mobarek ul Dowlah to the Court of Dircctors, written 
in the year 1785. 


<¢ When, on the acceffion of the Nabob Nudjum ul Dowlah, the fum allotted for the cx- 
e pences of the Nizamut, the fubiiftence of its dependants, and the fupport cf its fplendor, 
“<< was fixed at upwards of 50 lacks of rupees, and that this decreafe from what it had been in 
< the time of the Nabob my Father and his Predeceffors, occafioned fuch ruin and cift:cfs to 
« multitudes in Bengal, let the Honourable Company judse how infinitely the diftrefs muft 
“ have been aggravated when the ftipend was reduced to the trifling: fum of fixtecn lacks; and 
“<< to the former eftablifhed expences were added thofe of fupporting all the women, relatives, 
<< connections, and dependants of my Father and the fucceeding Nazims (which in iIndoftan 
« amount to an incredible number, and inconccivable exp-nce) and thev will then be able to 
“<< form fome judgment of the prefent miferable ftate of the Nizamut. “I hofe who are ac- 
«< quainted with the manners and cuftoms of different countries, know that moft cf the Mufful- 
& men of this country are totally detached from trade and manvwufactures, particularly thofe 
<< who have been in the fervice of the King or Princes of the Country, who are accuitomed to 
<< confider their offices as for life; this being the cafe, it muft be evident to whata ftate of 
«c diftrefs all under this predicament, with their farnilies, muft be reduced, from having been 


“© fo many years out of employ, through my inability to retain them in pay. 


< As the Almighty delegates his power to Princes and Mlagiftrates for the purpofe of fup- 
«c porting the needy, and for the eafe and happinefs of mankind, a multitude of people in Bengal 
«c derived their fubfiftence from the bounty of the Nazims, the fame of which brought nu- 
< merous bodies, in expectation of a livelihood, from the different parts of Indoftan, from 
‘© Perfia, &c. nor were they difappointed. There are ftill thoufands:f thefe in the utmoft 
«c diftrefs, who look forward with hope to the re-eftablifhment of the cate and fplendor of 
«c Nizamut through the liberality of the Company. In fact, innumerable Muffulmen and 
‘© others depend.on the Nizamut for a fubfiftence. 


« My Requefts arc, 


‘¢ Firft, That as. I have now attained my twenty-cizhth year, and am perfectly competent to 
€ the managementof my own affairs in the propereft manner, my undoubted right to be matter 
« in my own family, by the appointment and difmifiion of my Miniiter (Naib) 2nd fervants, 
« be acknowled-:ed. It can never be neceflary that any interference {hould take place in 
‘s matters of this kind ; fuch interference has already been highly detrimental to my affairs ; 
< and God is my witnefs that, but for the kindnefs and friendly attention of the Governor 
<< General, and the meafures he has taken for the regulation of my afiairs, I fhould at this time 
«<< have been involied in tenfold debt and diftrefs. By means of his kindnefs, and the affiduity 
“ of Sir John ID’Oyley, my affairs have been put in fuch a train as to enable me to expect your 
<¢ determination. My obligations to the Governor Gencral are boundlefs: Were I to write 
<< volumes on the fubjcét, I could never fufficiently cxprefs my gratitude: The virtues which 
«c adorn his character are precious gifts of the Almighty to the people of Jndoftan, and enfure 
< to them the enjoyment of comfort and eafe,-——That God may preferve his lite and power, 
s% and long continue him in the Government of this country, is not my wifh alone, but that 
‘s of the whole pconl!e, 

s Although 
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<¢ Although the great refpe&t fhewn me by the Governor General on every cccafion calls 
<¢ for my warmett gratitude, and God is my witnefs that I am fo perfectly content therewith, 
« that had I a thoufand tongues I fhould fail in the praifes juftly due to his virtues, yet, 
<< as fuch qualities are rarely found, the confideration of the future leads me to requett 
< you will direct that the forms of refpeétdue to my rank may be invariably obferved,”’ 


&c. &c. &c. Ke. 


ANS WHER TO THE TWENTIETH CHARGE. 
MAHRATTA WAR, AND PEACE. 


HIS and the following Charge I had no opportunity of perufing until my return laft 
night from this Honourable Houfe ; it will not, therefore, be expeéted that my anfwer 
to each fhould belong; in truth, the fubjeéts do not require a long defence.—I affirm that I was 
not the author of the Mahratia war ; and, if this Honourable Houfe fhall adopt the charge, I 
will bring undoubted proofs of the truth of- my affertion.—I affirm, that every ftep which I 
took in the year 1778, from January to December, was regularly communicated to his Ma- 
jefty’s Minifter, with whom I thought it my duty to communicate on fo momentous a fubject, 
enjoying, as l did, my office under a Parliamentary appointment.—I affirm that I had not the 
moft diftant idea of involving this nation, or my Employers, the Eaft India Company, in a war 
with France or the Mahrattas ; that every meafure I purfucd had for its obje¢t the defence of 
the Company’s poflefiions againft the combined attacks of the French arid the Mahrattas, The 
grounds which I had to expeét thefe attacks are fuch as I am fure this Honourable Houfe will 
perceive to have been fo ftrong as to juftify me in every meafure I adopted: Thefe I fhall pro- 
duce, if the charge is entertained, enlets their production fhould be deemed dangerous to the pa- 
tional interefts.—I affirm, that the Court of Directors, with the approbation of his Majefty’s 
Minifters, approved of my conduéctin forming a detachment for the defence of our pollsfions 
in the Weft of India.—lI affirm, that when f propofed to change the deftination of this des 
tachment, and to form an alliance with the Rajah of Berar, it was not to purfue fchemes of con- 
queft, but to defend the Britifh Empire in Todi from the dangers with which it was. threatened 
by the war with France, of which we had then received intelligence.—I affirm, that I had re- 
ceived from Mr. Elliott a very particular relation of the fteps which France meant to purfue at 
the commencement of the war, and that Mr. Elliott’s information came from the moft re- 
{pectable authority in Europe; that it was confirmed to me beyond a doubt, by the reception of 
a French Minifter at the Court of Poona, and intelligence of the moft exaét coincidence with 
his from Poona.—I affirm again, that | was not the author of the Mahratta war ; that the truth 
of this affertion has been proved again and again.—But I affirm, that the merit of the Mahratta 
peace is my own ; that it was concluded under greater difficulties than any Minifter, at any 
period of time, in any nation, has had to contend with; that every poffible obftruction was 
Pasty in the way of the negociation for peace, by the advices which every difpatch brought 
ao England: “Chefe diminifhed my authority, and announced my difmiffion from the fervice. 
very man in England, who fpoke on the fubject of our defperate fituation in India, declared, 
as I have been informed, that peace upon any terms was defirable, and that no peace could be 
a bad one.—l affirm, that under all thefe difadvantages, the peace concluded by Mr. David 
Anderfon, under my inftructions, was honourable and advantageous in the higheft degree to this 
nation and the Eaft India Company; that it has now been ratified above three years ; that it has 
never been infringed in a fingle article by either party ; and that it promifes to be lafting. I 
have received the unanimous thanks of the Direétors, and the thanks of the Proprietors, with 
one diffenting voice only amongft the latter, for effecting this important fervice to my country 
and the Company ; nor did I believe, ’till I read it in the charge, that a fingle perfon, in Europe 
Fi ae erai Sy nva, "pea > peace ignominious or difhonourable. My whole corre- 
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ANSWER TO THE TWENTY-FIRST CHARG E- 
SUPPRESSION OF CORRESPONDENCE. 


HIS is a Charge for the Suppreflion of Correfpondence with the Princes and Country 

Powers of India: I fhall referve my reply till the inftances are ftated in which I have 
fupprefled Correfpondence ; denying for the preicent, as I folemnly cs, inat I had any improper 
or dangerous practices of any kind to cover or conceal from my Council, the Court of L- 
‘rectors, or the Britifh nation. 





R. BURKE -delivered in at the table of the Houfe of Commons another Charge againft 
Warren Haftings, Efq. which vas ordered to be printed. 


A motion-was made, 


<< That there be laid before this Houfe, Copies or Duplicates of any Letter or' Proceedings 
ef the Governor General or Council, relating to the appointment of Rajce Nobkiflen, to any 
office or employment in the management or collection of the Revenuc of Burdwan, or any 
-office of truft or -authority in that diftrict.”’ 








May 6. 


MR. BURKE rofe to prefent another Charge againft Mr. Haftings,—that concerning the 
affair of Rampore. Mr. Burke faid, he had in the whole courfe of the procceding, fubmitted 
himfelf to the will of the Houfe, nor did he mean to oppofe it, fhould it be the pleafure of the 
Houfe to objeé¥ to the bringing up of the charge he held in his kand; but he- conceived there 
could be no objection, unlefs merely on account of the time at which it’ was prefented. If, 
however, there thould be any objection to his delivering it'in at the table, the Houfe well knew, 
he could bring the matter forward in another fhape, as the fubftantial contents of the charge 
“were to be found in the Reports of the Secret and Selcét Committees, which any Member 
might refer to, and caufe to be read. He begged the Houfe at any rate not to conceive that 
the time of delivery had been delayed or retarded by any want of affiduity or attention on his 
part. It tiger sy had not; but the faét was, the paper was not of his drawing; he had been 
favoured with affiftance of a matterly kind, and it would be found that the paper was much 
better done than any other that he had delivered. Mr. Burke added, that Rampore was the 
only remaining part of the Rohilla territory that-had not fuffercd devaftacion ; and from its rich 
and fertile afpect, for every acre of it was like a highly cultivated garden, might be judged what 
fort of a country the Rohilla country had been, Fyzoula Cawn, the Chief of Rampore, who 
had been left behind with about 5000 of his people, upon an exprefs ftipulation by treaty, that 
-he fhould be allowed to retain his poflefions, had been neverthclefs moft cruelly opprefled and 
perfecuted. Mr. Burke defcanted on the unwarrantablene{s of fuch conduct, and urged the 

extreme 
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extreme neceflity that the Britifh Parliament fhould interpofe with its authority, and put an uls. 


timate and decifive ftap to it, and with that view if was. he faid. that he had prepared the. 
charge he held ig his ‘hand. 


Major Scott rofe in reply to Mr. Burke, and faid, that it was perfectly true, FyZoola Cawn 
was mentioned, though very flightly, in the Reports of the Secret Committee, that his cafe 
was very fully mentioned in General Smith’s Committee, and that the Right Honouwable Gen- 
tleman himfelf, had faid a great deal about him, inp a pamphlet which he publifhed above two 
years ago, under the name of a fpeech (upon what was called Mr. Fox’s India Bill) and that 
Speech or pamphlet, the Major faid, he had completely anfwered—therefore he could not have 
the fmalleft objection to the production -of the charge, except on.the ground which he would 
take the liberty to mention to the Houfe, and that was, the time of its iatroduétion. "Fhe 
Major faid, if the Houfe would give him leave, he would juft ftate in a very few words. how he 


Major moved forall the remaining paper ) 
the bufinefs thoroughly underftoad by the Houl. e wā- 


entleman and 
not he who caufed that expence to the nation. One of the Charges, the ajor faid, was thè 





Mor. Briftow, in his letter- to the Governor Gereral and Council, of the Ift of De mber, 
1782, ipclofes Majer Lanfdowne’s letter to himfelf relative to the rebel Bufbudder gnd lays. 
<< he means to try the effeét of “lenient “methdods~ with the rebel, agree: ly to Major ce 


downe’s advice.” 


On.-the 30th of January, 1783, Mr, Briftow again writes to the Gove G l asd 
Council as follows: 7 a ermar ‘Geseral 


<< The plan of reducing Bulbudder to ‘return to his allegiance to the-Vizier bas been found 
impracticable.—He demanded a confideration of about 30,000 rupees a year, and remained in 
the country threatening to create difturbances if his demands were not complied wi A 
with a rebel aéting upon this principle, was deemed fubverfive of the Vizier’s aie Eis a 
holding forth impunity to other ill-difpofed Zemindars, and a reward of 20,000 rupees ¥ erei 
for his head. I have written to Mr. Markham to endéavour to feize him if he fhould takı ‘refuge 
at Benares which he ufed to doin Cheyt Sing’s time.” 3 


Now.as it appeared beyond contradiction, the Major faid, that Mr:-Briftow. wh 
suong no e mi Honourable Gentleman, had a&ted entirely from ‘binds’ deer} e 
had ufed that difcretional power which was vefted in him, could that Houfe h 3 es 
nonfenfical a charge againft Mr. Haftings, had the’ pap 3 oufe have entertained {o 


i ) papers been printed entire, as undoubi 
they ought to have been. Major Scott faid, he made this obiarvadon, becdufe it would apply 
to the prefent cafe.. Many papers refpecting Fyzoola Cawn, might be in the fix volumes nọw 
in the prefs—he did not at all objeét to the charge, but to the time of its:produétion, and evga 
in that objection he fubmitted entirely to the opinion of the Houfe.-nor won ree 
left it entirely to their determination. j >- nor would he oppofe it, byt 


-The Charge was delivered in, ahd ordered to lie-on the table. 


ee Rights 
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Rights of Fyzoola Cawn, &c. before the Treaty of Lall-Dang. 


j 


HAT thé Nabob Fyzoola Cawn, who now holds of the Vizier the territory of Rampore, 
| Shawabad, and certain other diftriéts dependent thereon, in the country of the Robillas, 
is the fecond fon of a Prince, renowned in the hiftory of Hindoftan, under the name of Ally 
Mohamed Cawn, fome time fovereizn of all that part of Rohilcund, which is particularly 
diftinguifhed by the appellation of the Kuttechr. 


II. 


That after the death of Ally Mohamed aforefaid, as Fyzoola Cawn, together with his elder 
brother, was then a prifoner of war, at a place called Herat, ‘* the Rohilla Chiefs took poflef- 
<c fion of the ancient eftates” of the captive Princes; and the Nabob Fyzoola Cawn was, from 
neceflity, compelled to waive his hereditary rights for the inconfiderable diftri¢ts of Rampore ang 
‘Shawabad, then-eftimated to produce from fix to eight lacks of annual revenue, 


II. 


‘That in r774, on the invafion of Rohilcund by the united armies: of the Vizier Sujah u! 
'Dowlah and the Company, the Nabob Fyzoola Cawn, ** with fome of his people, was prefent 
‘< at the decifive battle of St George,” where Hafiz KRhamut, the great leader of the Rohillas, 
and many others of their principal Chiefs were flain; but, efcaping from the flaughter, Fyzoola 
Cawn ‘° made his retreat good towards the mountzins, with all his treafure.’’ He there col- 
Jeéted the fcattered remains of his countrymen ; and as he was the eldeft furviving fon of Ak 
Mohamed Cawn, as too the moft powerful obitacle to his pretenfions was now removed, by 
the death of Hafiz, he feems at length to have been generally acknowledged, by- his naturai 
fubjcéts, the undoubted heir of his father’s authority. 


IV. 


That, ‘* regarding the facred-/incerity and friendfhip-of the-Englith, whofe goodnefs and ce- 
%¢ lebrity is every where known, whs difpoff:/s no one,”? the Nabob Fyzoola Cawn made early 
overtures for peace to Colonel Alexander Champion, Commander in Chief of the Company’s 
forces in. Bengal: “Chat he did propoie to the faid Colonel Alexander Champion, in three Jetters, 
received on the 14th, 24th, and 27th of May, to put himfelt under the protection either of the 
Company or of the Vizier, through the mediation, and with the guarantee -of the Company ; 
‘and that he did‘offer ‘* whatever was confcrred upon him, to pay as much,. without damage or 
«c deficiency, as any other perfon would agree to do ;”? {tating at the fame time his condition 
and pretenfions herein before recited, as facts ** evident as the Sun ;”? and appealing, in a 
forcible and ‘aweful manner, to the generoiity and magnanimity of this nation, ** by whofe 
‘© means he hoped in God that he fhould receive juitice;’’ and as ‘* the perfon -who defigned 
<: the war was no more;’’ as ** in that he ‘was himfelf guiltlefs ;”? and as ** he had never 
sc acted in fuch a manner, as for the Vizier to have taken hatred to his heart againft-him ; that he 
might be re-inftated in his ancient poficfions, the country of his father.”’ 


V 


'That.on the laft of the three dates above-mentioned ; thatis to fay, onthe 27th of May, the 
WNabob Fyzoola Cawn did alfo fend to the Commander in Chief a Vakeel or Ambafladur, who 
was authorized onthe part of him (the Nabob Fyzoola Cawn, his matier) to make a fpecific 
offer of three propofitions ; and that by one of the faid propofitions ** an annual increafe of near 
“© 400,000!1. would have accrued to the revenues of our ally, and the immediate acquifition of 
*< above 300,000l. to the Company, for their influence in cifeS ins an accommodation perfectly 
«c confiftent with their engagements to the: Vizier,” and ftricétly confonant to the demands of 
juftice. 


Mi 


That fo great-was the confidence of the Nabob Fyzoola Cawn in the juft, humane, and liberal 
feelings of. Englifhmen, as to ‘* lull him into an inactivity’? of the moit cilential detriment 
tc 
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to his interefts ; fince, ** in the hopes which he entertained, from the interpofition of our Go- 
‘+ vernment,”’ he declined the invitation of the Mogul to join the arms of his Miajefty and the 
Niahrattas, ** refufed any conneétion with the Seiks,”? and did even neglect to take the obvious 
precaution of crofling the Ganges, as he had originally intended, while the river was yet 
fordab'c ; a movement that would have enabled him certainly to baffle all purfuit, and probably 
s to kecp the Vizier in a ftate of difquietude for the remainder of his life.” 


VII. 


That the Commander in Chief, Colonel Alexander Champion aforefaid, ‘* thought nothing 
s could be more honourable to this nation than the fupport of fo exalted a cnaraéter ; and 
s -whilft it could be done on terms fo advantageous, fuppofed it very unlikely that the Vakeel’s 
“< propofition fhould be received with indifference :” that he did accordingly -refer it to the 
Adminittvation, through Warren Haftings, Efquire, then Governor of Fort Wiiliam, and 
Prefident of Bengal; and he did at the fame time enclofée to the faid Warren Haftings, a letter 
from the Nabob Fyzoola Cawn to the faid Haftings; which letter does not appear, but mutt 
be fuppofed to have been of the fame tenor with thofe before.cited to the Comn:ander in Chief ; 
of which alfo copies were fent to the faid Haftings by the Commander in Chief; and he (the 
Commander in Chief aforefaid) after urging to the faid Haftings fundry good and cogent 
arguments of policy and prudence, in favour of the’ Nabob Fyzoola Cawn, did conclude by 
‘* wifhing for nothing fo much, as for the adoption of fome meafure that might ftrike all the 
cs oe of the Eaft with admiration of our juftice, in contrat to the conduét of the 
< Viser” 


VIII. 


That in anfwer to fuch laudable wifh of the faid Commander in Chief, the Prefident (W-ar- 
res. Exaitings) preferring his own prohibited plans of extended dominion to the mild, equitable, 
znd wit? policy inculcated in the ftanding orders of his Superiors, and now enforced bv the 
secommendation of the Commander in Chief, did inftru€&t and ** defire’? him, the faid Com- 
mander in Chief, ‘** inftead of foliciting the Vizier to relinquifh his conqueft to Fyzoola 
«*¢ Cawn, to diicourage it as much as was in his power ;” although the faid Haftings did not 
once cxprefs, or even intimate, any doubt whatever of the Nabob Fyzoola Cawn’s innocence 
as to the origin of the war, or of his hereditary right to the territories which he claimed ; but | 
to the faid pleas of the Nabob Fyzoola Cawn, as well as to the arguments both of policy and 
juftice, advanced by the Commander in Chief, he the faid Haftings did folely oppofe certain 
{peculative objects of imagined expediency ; fumming up his decided rejection of the propofals 
made by the Nabob Fyzouwia Cawn in the following remarkable words: 


< With refpeét to Fyzoola Cawn, he appears mot to merit our confideration. The petty 
‘© Sovereign of a country efiimated at fix or eight lacks ought not for a moment to prove an impediment 
“© to any of cur meafures, or to affect the confiftency of our conduct.” 


“IMs 


Thot, in the aforefaid violent and arbitrary pofition, the faid Warren Haftings did avow it 
to be a public principle of his Government, that no right, however manifeft, and no innocence, 
however unimp.-«« hed, could entitle the weak to our protection againft others, or fave them 
from our own active endeavours for their oppreffion, and even extirpation, fhould they inter- 
fere with our notions of political expediency: and that fuch a principle is highly derogatory 
to the juftice and honour of the Englifh name, and fundamentally injurious to our interefts, 
inafmuch as it hath an immediate tendency to excite diftruft, jealoufy, fear, and -hatred againft 
us, among all the fubordinate Potentates of Hindoittan. 


as 


That in profecution of the faid defpotic principle, the Prefident (Warren Haftings aforefaid) 
did perfil to obftiudt, as far as in him lay, every advance towards an accommodation between 
tac V zr Sujan ul Dowlah, and the Nabob Fyzoola-Cawn; and particularly ‘on the 16rh of 
Septemper, only eight days after the faid ‘Haftings, in conjunétion with the other Members 
of the Seleét Committee of Bengal, had publicly teftified his /atisfaé?ion in the profpect-of an 
accommodation, and had hoped that $% his Excellency (the Vizier) would be difpofed to con- 
<: ciliate the affections (of the Rohillas) to his Government, by acceding to lenient terms,” he, 
the faid Haftings, did neverthelefs write, and without the confent or knowledge of his cot- 
lcagucs, did privately difpatch a certain anfwer to a letter of the Commander in Chief: in 
whch anfwer the faid Haftings did exprefs other centradictery hopes, namely, that the ee 

mander 
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rmeder in Chief had rehiwd on profecuting the war ta a final ifue, “© becaufe (as the faid 
Haftings explains himielf) ‘* it appears very plainly that kyzoola Cawn, and his adherents, 
se Jay at your mercy; becaufe I apprehend much inconveniency from delays; und becuule Z am 
c mora ly certain that no good will be gained by negriating ;"---therchby artiully fugerit ng his 
wifhes of what might be in his hopes of what had been refolved; and plainly, thou h indi- 
rectly, inftigating the Commander in Chief to much cffufion of blood in an iinmcdiate attack 
on the Rohillas, poftecd as they were, ** in a very ftrong fituation,’? and ‘** combating 
ss for all.”’ 


AT, 


"Fhat the faid Haftings, in the anfwer aforefaid, did further endeavour to enfiarne the Com- 
mander in Chief againft the Nabob Fyzoola Cawn, by reprefenting the faid Nabob as highly 
< prefuming, infolent, and evafive;’’ and knowing the diftruft which the Nubob Fyzoola 
Cawn entertained of the Vizier, the faid Haftings did ** exprefsly defire it fiiould be left 
< wholly to the Vizier to treat with the enemy by Ais cwn agents and in his cwn manner p" 
though he the faid Haftings, ** by no means wifhed the Vizicr to lofe time by feeking an 
«c accommodation, fince it would be more effectual, more decifive, and more confifient with 
c his dignity, indeed with his honour, which he has already pledged, to abide by his firit offers to 
<¢ dictate the conditions of peace, and to admit only an acceptance without refervation, or a 
<< clear refufal from his adverfary ;”" thereby affecting to hold up, in oppofition te, and in 
exclufion of, the fubftantial claims of juftice, certain ideal obligations of dignity and honour, 
Cu is to fay, the gratification of pride, and the obfervance of an arrogant determination once 
declared. 


XIIL 


That although the faid anfwer did not reach the Commander in Chief until peace was 
actually concluded ; and although the dangerous confequences to be apprehended from the 
{aid anfwer were thereby prevented, yet by the fentiments contained in the faid anfwer, Warren 
Haftings, Efquire, did ftrongly evince his ultimate adherence to all the former violent and 
er dass principles of his conduct towards the Nabob Fyzoola Cawn; which principles were 
difgraceful to the charadler, and injurious to the interefts of this nation: and that the faid 
Warren Haftings did thereby, in a particular -manner, exclude himfelf from any fhare of credit 
for ** the honourable period put to the Rohilla war, which:has in fome degree done away the 
** reproach fo wantonly brought on the Engltifh name.’’ 








Rights of Fyzoola Cawn, under the Treaty of -Lall-Dang. 


I, 


T HAT, notwithftanding the culpable and criminal reluctance of the Prefident Haftines, 

herein before recited, a treaty of peace and friendfhip between the Vizier Sujah ul Dowlah 
and the Nabob Fyzoola Cawn, was finally figned and fealed, on the 7th O&tober, 1774, at`a 
place called Lall-Dang, in the pretence, and with the atteftation of the Britifh Commander in 
Chief, Colonel Alexander: Champion aforefaid; and that for the faid treaty the Nabob 
Fyzoola Cawn agreed to pay, and did aétually pay, the valuable confideration of half his 
treafure, to the amount of 15 lacks of rupees, or £.150,000 fterling, and upwards. 


II. 


‘That by the faid treaty, the Nabob Fyzoola Cawn was eftablifhed in the quiet poffefion of 
Rampore, Shawabad, and ‘* fome other diftri&ts dependent thereon,” fubjeét to certain con- 
ditions, of which the more important were as follow : 


s “© That Fyzoola Cawn fhould retain in his feryice 5,000 troops, and not a -fingle man 
€< more ; 


T hat 
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«© That with whomfoever the Vizier fhould make war, Fyzoola Cawn fhould fend two or 
© three thoujand men, according to his ability, to join the forces of the Vizier: 


‘< And that, if the Vizier fhould march in perfon, Fyzoola Cawn fhould himfelf accompany 
€ him with his troops.”” 


‘IIT. 


“That from the terms of the treaty above recited it doth plainly, pofitively, and indifputably 
appear, that the Nabob Fyzoola Cawn, in cafe of war, was not bound to furnifb more than 
three thoufand men under any conftruction, unlefs the Vizier fhould march in perfon. 


IV. 


That the Nabob Fyzoola Cawn was not pofitively bound to furnith fo many as 3,000 men, 


hut an indefinite number, not more than three, and not lefs than two thoufand > that, of the 


precile number within fuch limitations, the ability‘of Fyzoola Cawn, and not the difcretion 
of the Vizier, was to be the ftandard : 


; and that fuch ability could only mean, that which was 
equitably confiftent not only with the external defence of his Jaghire, but with the internal 
. good management thereof, both as to its police'and revenue. 


V, 


That even in cafe the Vizier fhould march in 
whether the perfonal fervice of the Nabob Fyzoola Cawn ‘ with his troops” muft be under- 
ftood to be, with al his troops, or only with the number before flipulated, not more than 
three, and not Jefs than two thoufand men; and that the latter is the interpretation. finally 
adopted by Warren Haftings aforefaid, and the Council of Bengal, who in a letter to the 
Court of Directors, dated April 5th, 1783, reprefent the claufes of the treaty relative to the 
itipulated aid as meaning fimply, that Fyzoola Cawn ** fhould fend 2 or 3,000 men to join 
** the Vizier’s forces, or attend in perfon, in cafe it’fhould be requifite.”” 


VI. 


That from the aforefaid terms of the treaty, it doth not fpecifically appear of what the ftipu- 
tated aid fhould confit, whether of horfe or foot, or in what proportion of both; but that it is 
the recorded opinion, maturely formed by the faid Haftings and his Council, in. January 1783, 


that even ** a fingle horfeman included in the’ aid which” yzoola-Cawn might furnifh, wouid 
“< prove a literal compliance with the ftipulation.” 


perfon, it might be reafonably doubted, 


“VII. 


That, in the event of any doubt fairly arifing from the terms of’ the treaty, the Nabob Fy- 
zoola Cawn, in confideration of his hereditar 


y right to the whole country, and the price by 
him actually paid for the faid treaty, was in equity entitled-to the moft favourable con- 
truction, 


VAL 


That, from the atteftation of Colonel Cham 
acquired the fame ri 
Cawn, asthe 
‘Barker, toa 
efpecially, 


pion aforefaid, the Government of Calcutta 
ght to interpofe with the’Vizier for the protection of the Nabob Fyzoola 
y the faid Government had before claimed from a fimilar atteftation of Sir Robert 
fift the Vizier in extirpating the whole nation of the faid Fyzoola Cawn ; more 
as in the cafe of Sir Robert Barker it was contrary to'the remonftrances of the then 
Adminift sion, and the furtheft from the intentions of the faid Barker himfelf, that his attefta- 
tion fhe uld involve the Company ; but the atteftation of Colonel Champion was authorized by 
all the Powers of the Government, as a ‘* fanétion” intended ** to add validity” to the treaty : 
That they the iaid Government, and in particular the faid Warren Haftings, as the firft execu- 
tive Member of the fame, were bound by the ties of natural juftice duly to exercife the aforefaid 
right, if need were; and that their duty fo to interfere was more particularly enforced by the 
{pirit of the cenfures pait both by the Direétors and Proprictors in the Rohilla war, and the 
fatisfaction expreffed by the Direétors, **in the honourable end put to that war.” 


4 N Guarantee 
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Yuarantee of the Treaty of Lall-Dang. 


| 
ji fe HAT during the life of the Vizier Sujah ul Dowlah, and for fome time after his death, 


under his fon and fucceflor Afoph ul Dowlah, the Nabob Fyzoola Cawn did remain with- 
out dilfturbance or moleftation : That he did all the while imagine his treaty to be under the 
fanction of the Company, from Colonel Champion’s affixin= his fixynature thereto as a witnets, 
“© which fignature, as he (Fyzoola Cawn) fuppofed,” tendered the Company the arbitrat:rs 
between the Vizier and himfelf, in cafe of difputes: And that, being ‘ta man of fente but 
“© extreme pufiianimity, a good farmer, fond of wealth, not poffeffid of the paffion af ambition,” 
he did peaceably apply himfelf to ‘* improve the ftate of his country 5 and did, by dis own pru- 
et dence and attention, increafe the revenues thereof beyond the amount fpeciiied in Sujah ul 
s< Dowlah’s grant.” 


if, 


That in the year 1777, and in the beginning of the year 1778, being ‘$ alarmed at the young 
« Vizier’s refumption of a number of jaghires, granted by his tather to different perfons, and 
€ the injuftice and oppreffion of his conduct in general ;”” and having now learned (from whom 
does not appear, but probably from fome perfon fuppofed of competent authority) that Colonel 
Champion formerly witneffed the treaty as a private perfon, the Nabob Fyzoola Cawn cid make 
frequent and urgent folicitations to Nathaniel Middleton, Ejquire, then Refident at Owde, 
and to Warren Haftings aforefaid, then Governor General of Bengal, ‘* for a renovation of 
“<< his (the Nabob Fyzoola Khan’s) treaty with the late Vizicr, and the Guarantee of the Com- 
< pany,” or for a ‘$ feparate agreement with the Company for his defence ;”” confidering them 
(the Company) as ‘* the only power in which he had confidence, and to which he could look 
* up for protection.” 


ITI. 


That the faid Refident Middleton, and the faid Governor General Haftings, did not, as they 
were in duty bound to do, endeavour to allay the apprehenfions of the Nabob Fyzoola Cawn, 
by afluring him of his fafety under the fanction of Colonel Champion’s atteftation aforefaid ; 
but by their criminal neglect, if not by pofitive expreffions (as there is juft ground, from their 
fubfequent language and conduét, to believe) they, the faid Middleton and the faid Haftinzs, 
did at leaft keep alive and confirm (whoever may have originally fuggefted) the faid apprehen- 
fion ; and that fuch negleét alone was the more highly culpable in the faid Haftings, inafmuch 
as he, the faid Haftings, in conjunction with other Members of the Select "Committee of the 
then Prefidency of Bengal, did on the 17th of September, 1774, write to Colonel Champion 
aforefaid, publicly authorizing him the faid Colonel Champion to join his /amé1on to the accom- 
modations agreed on (between the Vizier Sujah ul Dowlah, and the Nabob Fyzoola Cawn) ta 
add to their validity; and, on the 6th of Oétober following, did again write to the faid Colonel 
Champion more explicitly, to join his fanction, ‘* either by atcrefting the treaty, or aling as 
sc guarantee on the part of the Company, for the performance of it,” both which letters, 
though they did not arrive until-after the acétual fignature of the faid Colonel Champion, do 
incontrovertibly mark the folemn intention of the faid Committee (of which the faid 

aftings was Prefident) that the fanétion of -Colonel Champion’s atteftation fheuld be regarded 
as a public, nota private fanéction ; and it was more peculiarly incumbent on fuch perfons who 
had been Members of the faid Committee, fo to regard the fame. 


IV. 


[hat the faid Warren Haftines was further guilty of much criminal ‘concealment for the 
{pace of ** twelve months,” inafmuch as he did not Jay before the Board the frequent and ur- 
gent folicitations which he, the faid Haftings, was continually recciving from the Naboo Fy- 
zoola Cawn, until the otb of March, 1778; on which day the faid Haitings did communicate 
to the Council 2 public letter of the aforefaid Middleton, Refident at Owde, acquainting tne 
Board that he (the faid Middicton) taking occafion from a late application of Fyzoola Cawn for 
the Company’s guarantee, had deputed Mr. Daniel Octavus Barwell (affiftant Refident at Be- 
nares, but then on a vifit to the Refident Middleton at Lucknow) to proceed with a {pecial 
-€ommiffion to Rampore, there to enquire on the fpot into the truth of certain reports circulated 
“40 
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tothe prejudice of Fyzoola Cawn ; which reports however the faid Middleton did afterwards 
conieis himielt to have ** always”? thought “$ in the higheft degree improbable.” 


se That the faid Refident Middleton did ‘* requeft to know whether, on proof of Fyzoola 
Cawn’s innocence, the Honourable Board wouid be pleafed to grant him (the Refident) per- 
miftən to comply with his (Fyzoola Cawn’s) requeft, of the Company’s guaranteeing his 
** treaty with tue Vizier.” And the faid Middleton, in excufe for having irregularly ‘* availed 
** himfelf of the abilities of Mr. Daniel Barwell,’ who belonged to another ftation, and for 
deputing him with the aforefaid commiffion to Rampore, without the previous knowledge of the 
Board, did urge the plea * of immediate neceffity;”’ and that fuch plea, if the neceflity really 
exifted, wasa ftrong charge and accufation againft the faid Warren Haftings, from whofe cri- 
minal neglect and concealment the urgency of fuch neceffity did arife. | 


Ve 


cc 
<< 


That the Governor General, Warren Haftings aforefaid, did immediately move ‘* that the 
ce Board approve the deputation of Mr. Daniel Barwell, and that the Refident (Middleton) be 
¢* authorized to offer the Company’s guarantee for the obfervance of the treaty fubfifting be- 
c+ tween the Vizier and Fyzoola Cawn, provided it meets with the Vizier’s concurrence :” 
And that the Governor Generai’s propofition was refolved in the affirmative; the ufual Majority 
of Council then confifting of Richard Barwell, Efquire, a near relation of Daniel Oétavus 
Barwell aforefaid, and the Governor General, Warren Haftings, who, in cafe of an equality, 
had the cafting voice. 


Vi. 


That on receiving from Mr. Daniel Barwell full and early affurance of Fyzoola Cawn’s 
€ having preferved every article of his treaty inviolate,” thé Refident Middleton applied for the 
Vizier’s concurrence, which was readily obtained; the Vizier however premifing that he gave 
his confent, ‘* taking it for granted, that on Fyzoola Cawn’s receiving the treaty, and Khelaut 
s (or robe of honour) he was to make him a return of the complimentary prefents ufually offered 
é on fuch oceafions, and of fuch an amount as fhould be a manifeftation of Fyzoola Cawn’s due fenfe 
“© of his friendfhip, and fuitable to his Excellency’s rank to receive” and that the Refident Middle- 
ton ‘* did make himfelf in fome meafure refponfible for the faid prefents being obtained,” and 
did write to Mr. Daniel Barwell accordingly. | 


VII. 


That agreeably to the refolution of Council hereinbefore recited, thè folicited uarantee, 
under the feal of the Refident Middleton, thus duly authorized on béhalf of the ompany, 
was tranfmitted, together with the renewed treaty, to Mr. Daniel Barwell aforefaid at Rampore 5 
` and that they were both by him, the faid Barwell, prefented to the Nabob Fyzoola Cawn, with 
a folemnity not often parallelled, ‘* in the prefence of the greateft part of the Nabob’s fubjeéts 
<< who were aflembled, that the ceremony might create a full belief in the breaft of all his 
<< people, that the Company would protect him as long as he ftriétly adhered to the Zetter. of 
«© his treaty.” 


“VII 


That in the conclufion of the faid ceremony, the Nabob Fyzoola Cawn did deliver to the faid 
Barwell, for the ufe of the Vizier, a nuzzer (or prefent) of elephants, horfes, &c. and did 
add thereto a lack of rupees, or 10,0c0l. and upwards; which fum the faid Barwell, * not 
« being authorized to accept any pecuniary confideration, did at firit refufe ; but upon Fyzoola 
« Cawn’s urging, that on fuch oceafions it was the invariable cuftom of Indoftan, and thar it 
“© muft on the prefent Le expelled, asit had been formerly the cafe” (but when, does not appear) ; 
he the faid Barwel! did accept the faid lack in the name of the Vizier, our ally, ** in whofe 
e wealth (as Warren Haftings on another occafion obferved) we fhould participate,” and on 
whom we at that time had an accumulating demand. 


rx. 


That over and above the lack of rupees thus prefented tothe Vizier, the Nabob Fyzoola 
Cawn did likewife offer one other lack of rupees, or upwards of 10,0001]. more, for the Com- 
pany, ‘t as fome acknowledgment of the obligation he received: “hat although fuch acknow- 
s< ledgiment was not pretended to be the invariable cuftom of Indoftan on fuch occafions, how- 
»« ever it might on the prefent be expected,” Mr, Daniel Barwell aforefaid (knowing probably 

the 
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the difpofition and views of the then actual Government ot Calcutta) did not, even at frf, de- 
cline the faid offer, but, as he was not empowered to accept it, did immediately propofe taking 
a bond for the amount, until che pleafure of the Board fhould be known. 


That the offer was accordingly communicated by the faid Barwell to the Refident Kid? letoi, 
to be by him the Refident referred tothe Board ; and that it was fo referred > That in repiy to 
the faid reference of the Refident Middicton, the Governor General (Warren Haftings) die 
move and carry a vote of Council, ¢* authorizing Mr. Middleton to accept the oifer made by 
« Fyzoola Cawn to the Company, of one lack of rupees,” without affigning any reafon what- 
ever in fupport of the faid motion, notwithftanding it was objected by a Member of the Board, 
* that if the meafure was right, it became us to adopt it without fuch a confideration ;” and 
that ‘* our accepting of the Jack of runces as a recompence for our interpofition, is beneat!: 
$s os dignity of this Government (of Calcutta) and will difcredit usin the eyes of the Indiar 

-<+ Powers.” 


That the acceptance of the faid fum, in this circumftance, was beneath the dignity of the fa'd 
Government, and did tend fo to difcredit us; and that the motion of the faid Haftings for fuc)» 
acceptance was therefore highly derogatory. to the honour of this-nation. 


x. 


-That the aforefaid Member of the Council did further difapprove altogether of the guarantee 
€ as unneceflary,’’ and that another Member of Council, Richard Barwell, Efquire, the 
near relation of Daniel Oétavus Barwell, -herein before named, did declare (but after the faiv 
guarantee had taken place) that ‘* this government (of Calcutta) was in fa&t engaged, by Co- 
** lonel Champion’s fignature being to the treaty with Fyzoola Cawn,” that the faid unnecet- 
fary guarantea did not only fubject to an heavy expence a Prince whom we were bound to prc- 
tect, but did further produce in his mind the following obvious and natural conclufion, namely. 
ec that the fignature of any perfon, in whatever public capacity he at prefent appears, will not be vaita 
“< and of effect, as fonat fome other fhall fill his flation:”? a conclufion, however, immediately 
tending to the total difcredit of all powers delegated from the Board to any individual fervant 
of the Company, and confequently to clog, perplex, and embarrafs, in future, all tranfactions 
carried on at a diftance from the feat of government, and to difturb the fecurity of all perfons 

offeffing inftruments already fo ratified ; yet the only conclufion left to Fyzoola Cawn, which 
did not involve fome affront, ‘either to the prizate honour of the-Company’s fervants, or to the 
public honour of the: Company itfelf; and that the fufpicions which originated from the faid 
idea in the breaft of Fyzoola Cawn, to the prejudice of the Refident Middleton’s authority, did 
compel the Governor General, Warren Haftings, to obviate the bad effects of his firit motion 
for the guarantee, by a fecond motion; namely, ** that a letter be written to Fyzoola Cawn 
from my felf, ee the ob.igations of the Company, -as guarantees to the treaty formed betwcen 
“ him and the Vizier ; which will be equivalent in its effect, though notin form, to an en- 
‘© gagement fent him with the Company’s feal affixed to it.” 


CXII. 


That whether the guarantee. aforefaid was or: was not neceflary ; whether it created. a new 
obligation, or but more fully recognized an obligation previoufly exifting ; the Governor Ge- 
neral, Warren Haftings, by the faid guarantee, did, in the moft explicit manner, pledge and 
commit the public faith of the Company, and the nation ; and that by the fubfequent letter of 
the faid Haftings (which he at his own motion wrote, confirming to Fyzoola Cawn the aforefaid 
guarantee) the faid Haftings did again pledge and commit the public faith of the Company and 
the nation, ina manner (as the faid Haftings himfelf. remarked) ‘* equivalent to an engage- 
**.ment with the-Company’s feal affixed to it ;” and more particularly binding the faid Haftings 

erfonally to éxaét a due obfervance of the guaranteed treaty, efpecially to proteét the Nabob 
yzoola.Cawn againft any arbitrary conftru&tion, er unwarranted requifition of the Vizier. 





“Thanks of the Board to Fyzoola Cawn. 


J 'HAT foon after the completion of the guarantee, in the fame year 1778, intelligence 
an was received in India of a war between England and France: That on the fir& intimation 
cthercof, the Nabob Fyzoola Cawn, ‘* being indireétly founded,” did fhew much ** prompt- 

mets 
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€< nefs to render the Company any affiftance within the bounds of his finances and ability ;” and 
that by the fugg-ftion of the Refident Middleton, hereinbefore named, he (the Nabob Fyzoola 
C..wn) ina letter to the Governor General and Council, did make a voluntary ** offer to main- 


** tain 2,000 cavalry(all he had) for our fervice;”” ‘* though he was under no obligation to fur- 
** nifh the Company with a fingle man.” 


IT. 


That the Nabob F; zoola Cawn did even ‘¢ anticipate the wifhes of the Board ;” and that 
** on an application made to him by Lieutenant Colonel Muir,” the Nabob Fyzoola Cawn 
** did, without hefitation or delay,” furnifh him (the faid Muir) with 500 of his beft cavalry. 


‘That the faid condué& of the Nabob Fyzoola Cawn was communicaied by the Company’s 
feivants, both to each other, and to their employers, with expreffions of ‘* pleafure’’ and 
t particular fatisfaétion,’”’ as an event ** even furpaffing their expe€tations:’’ That the Go- 
& vernor Genera}, Warren ‘Haftings, was officially requefted to convey ‘4 the thanks of the 
< Board ;” and that, not fatisficd with the bare difcharge of his duty, under the faid requeft, 
he the faid Haftinsus did, on the 8th of January, 1779, write to Fyzoola, ‘* that zz his own 
< name,” as well as ** that of the Board, he (the faid Haftings) returned him the warmef# 
e< thanks for this inftunce of his faithful attachment to the Company and the Englith 
se nation.” 


IV. 


That by the ftrong expreffions above recited, the faid Warren Haftings did deliberately and 
emphatically add his own particular confirmation to the general teftimony of the Nabob Fyzoola 
Cawn’s meritorious fidelity, and of his confequent claim on the generofity, no lefs than the juftice, 
of the Britith government. 








DEMAND orf FIVE THOUSAND HORSE. 


I. 


T HAT notwithftanding his own private honour, thus deeply engaged, notwithftanding the 
public juftice and generofity of the Company and the nation, thus folemnly committed, 
cifregarding the plain import and pofitive terms of the guaranteed treaty, the Governor 
General, Warren Haftings aforefaid, in November, 1780 (while a body of Fyzoola Cawn’s 
cavalry, voluntarily granted, were fill ferving under a Britifh officer) did recommend to the 
Vizier ‘* to require from Fyzoola Cawn the quota of troops ftipulated by treaty to be furnifhed 
<: by the latter for his (the Vizier’s) fervice, being FIVE THOUSAND HORSE ;” though, asthe 
Vizier did not march in perfon, he was not, under any conftruction of the treaty, entitled by 
{tipulation, to more than ‘** two or three thoufand troops, horfe and foot, ‘* according to the 
«c ability of Fyzoola Cawn:” And that, whereas the faid Warren Haftings, would have been 
guilty wi very criminal perfidy, if he had fimply negleéted to interfere as a guarantee, againft a 
demand thus plainly contrary to the faith of treaty, fo he aggravated the guilt of his perfidy, in 
the moft atrocious degree, by being himfelf the firft mover and inftigator of that injuftice, 
which he was Lound by fo many ties on himfelf, the Company, and the nation, not only 
not to promote, but by every exertion of authority, influence, and power, to controul, to’ 
divert, or to refift. 


II. 


That the anfwer of Fyzoola Cawn to the Vizier did reprefent, with many expreffions of defer- 
ence, duty, and allegiance, that 


The whole force allowed kim was but £* five thoufand men,” and that ‘* thefe confifted of 
«two thoufand horfe, and three thoufand foot; which (he adds) in confequence of our inti- 
** mate connection, are equally yours and the Company’s;’’ though he does fubfequently inti- 
mate, that ** the three thoufand foot are for the management of the concerns of his jagbire, 
«* aud without them the collections can never be made in time.” 

40 That 


( 324 ) 


“That on the communication of the faid anfwer to the Governor General Warren Hafiings, 
he the faid Haftings (who, as the Council now confifted only of himfelf, and Edward W heler, 
Elq. $‘ united in his own perfonall the powers of government)” was not induced to relax from 

-his uniuft purpofe ; but did proceed with new violence toiccord, that 


« The Nabob Fyzoola Cawn had evaded the performance cf his part of the treaty betweer. 
« the late Nabob Sujah ul Dowlah and him, to which the Honourable Company were 
& euarantecs, and upon which he was lately fummoned to furnifh the ftipulated number 
«< of troops, which he is obliged to furnith, on the condition by which he holds the jaghire 
« granted to him.” 


That by the vague and indefinite term cf evafion, the faid Warren Haftings did introduce a 
loofe and arbitrary principle of interpreting formal engagements which ought to be regarded, 
: anore efpecially by guarantees, in a fenfe the moft literally fcrupulous and precife. 


That he charged with fuch evafion, a moderate, humble, and fubmiffive reprefentation, on # 
point which would have warranted a peremptory refulal, and a pofitive remonftrance; and that 
in confequence of the faid imputed evaficn he indicated a difpofitinn to attach fuch a for- 
feiture, as in juftice could only have followed from a grofs breach of treaty; though the 
faid Haftings did not then pretend any actual infringement, even of the Jeaft, among the 
conditions to which, in the name cf the Company, he, the faid Haflings,- wasthe executive 
_ guarantee. 


TII. 


That however ** the number of troops ftipulated by treaty may have been underftood,”’ at the 
period of the original demand, ‘* to be five thoufand horfe,’”’ vet the faid Warren Haftings, at 
the time when he recorded the fuppofed evafion of Fyzoola Cawn’s anfwer to the faid demand, 
could not be unacquainted with the exprefs words of the ftipulation, as a letter of the Vizier, in- 
ferted in the fame confultation, refers the Governor General to inclofed copies ** of all en- 
4% gagements entered into by the late Vizier, and by himielf (the reigning Vizier) with Fyzoola 
Cawn ;”’ and thatthe treaty itfelf therefore was at the very moment before the faid Warren 
Hattings ; which treaty. (as the faid Haftings obferved with refpecét to another treaty, in the 
cafe of another perfon) ‘* moft affuredly does not contain a fyllable to juftify his conduct; but 
“© by the unexampled latitude which he affumes in his conitructions, he may, if he pleafes, 
<* extort. this or any other meaning from any part of it.” 


EY., 


That the Vizier himfelf appears by no means to have been perfuaded of his own right to five 
thoufand horfe under the treaty; fince in his correfpondence on the fubjeét, he (the Vizier) no 
where mentions the treaty as the ground of his demand, except where he is recapitulating to the 
Governor General, Warren Haftings, the fubftance of his (the faid Haftings’s) own letters; on 
the contrary, the Vizier hints his apprehenfions left Fyzoola Cawn fhould appeai to the treaty, 
againft the demand, a breach thereof; in which cafe he (the Vizier) informs the faid 
Haftings of the projected reply: ‘* Should Fyzoola Cawn (fays the Vizier) mention any 
<< thing of the tenor of the treaty, the Arf? breach of it has been committed hy him, in kecping up 
€. more men than allowed of by the treaty: / nave accordingly fent a perfon to: fett e that point alfo. 
€: In cafe he fhould mention to me any thing refpecting the treaty, I will then reproach him 
<¢ with having kept up too many troops, and will oblige him to fend the five thoufand horfe;’? 
thereby clearly intimating, that. a remonfirance againft the demand, as a breach of treaty, 
could only be anfwered by charging a prior breach of treaty on J’yzoola Cawn; fo, by annulling 
the whole treaty, to reduce the queftion to a mere queftion of force, and thus ‘££ oblige Fy zooia 
<: Cawn to fend the five thoufand horfe :”? ** For (continues the Vizier) ir, when the Company’s 
« affairs, on which my honour depends, require it, F yzoola Cawn will not lend his affiftance, 
“<< what USE is there to continue the country to him?” 


That the Vizier aétually did make his application to Fyzoola Cawn for the 5,coo horfe, not 
as for an aid, to which he had a juft claim, but as for fomething over and above the obligations 
of the treaty, fomething ‘* that would give increafe to their friendth'n, and fatisfaction to the 
<e Nabob Governor,” (meaning the faid Haftings) whofe directions he reprefents as the mative 
e< of his call for the 5;coo horie to be cmployed,”’ not in his (the Vizier’s) but in the Cum. 
‘© pany’s fervice.’’ 


And, that the aforcfaid Warren Haftings did therefore, in recording the anfwer òf Fyzoola 
Cawn, as an evafion of treaty, aét in notorious contradiction, not only to that which ought to 
have been the fair conitruction of the faid treaty, but to that which he the faid Haftings muii 

have 
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have known to be the Vizier’s own interpretation of the fame difpofed as the Vizier was, ** to 


‘* reproach Fyzoola Cawn with breach of treaty,” and to ** fend up perfons who fhould fet:le 
s points with him.” 


M. 


That the faid Warren Haftings, not thinking him({clf juftified, on the mcre plea of an 
evalion, to pufh forward his procecdings to that extremity which he feems already to have made 
nis {cope and object, and feeking fome better colour for his unjuft and violent purpofes, did 
fuither move, that Commidioners fhould be fent from the Vizier and the Company to Fyzoola 
Cawn, to intii on a claufe ofa treaty, which no where appears, being efientially different from 
the treaty of Lall-Dang, though notin the part on which the requifition is founded : And the 
faid Maftings did then, inaityle unufually imperative, proceed as follows: 


‘< Demand immediate delivery of 3,c00 cavalry; and if he fhould evade, or refufe compliance, that 
<< the deputies fall deliver hima formal proteft againf? him for breach of treaty; and return, making 
“t this report to the Vizier, whichMr,. Middleton is to tranfmit to the Board.” 


VI. 


That the faid motion cf the Governor General Haftings was ordered accordingly, the Coun- 
cil, as already has been herein related, confifting but of two members, and the faid Hutiings 
coufeguently ** uniting in his own perfon all the powers of government,” 


VIL. 


That when the faid Haftings ordered the faid demand for 3,000 cavalry, he the faid Haftings 
well knew that a compliance therewith, on the part of the Nabob Fyzoola Cawn, was utterly 
impoffible ; for he, the faid Haftings, had at the very moment before him a letter of Fyzooia 
Cawn, ftating that he, Fyzoola Cawn, had ** but two thoufand cavalry” altogether; which 
letter is entercd on the records of the Company, in the fame Confultation, immediately pre- 
ceding the Governor General ’s Minute. That the faid Haftings therefore knew, that the only 
pofiiole confequence of the aforefaid demand neceflarily and inevitably muft be a proteft for a 
breach of treaty ; and the Court of Directors did not hefitate to declare, that the faid demand 
é carried the appearance of a determination to create: a pretext for depriving him (Fyzoola 
<¢ Cawn) of his jaghire entirely, or to leave him at the mercy of the Vizier.” 


VIII. 


That Richard Johnfon, Efquire, AfMfiftant Refident at Owde, was, agreeably to the afore- 
mentioned order of Council, deputed Commilfioner from Mr. Middleton and the Vizier to 
Fyzoola Cawn ; but that he did car'y give the moft indecent proofs of glaring partiality, to 
the prejudice of the faid Fyzoola Cawn: for that the very next day (as it feems) after his 
arrival, he, the faid Johnfon, from opinions imbibed in his journey, did ftate himfelf to be 
«< unwilling to draw any favourable or flattering inferences relatively to the object of his mif- 
«c fion,” and did ftudioufly feek to find new breaches of treaty; and without any form of 
regular enquiry whatever, from a fingle glance of his eye in pafling, did take upon himfelf to 
pronounce ** the Rohilla foldiers, in the diftri€t of Ramcore alone, to be not lefs than 29,000,” 
and the grant of courfe to be forfeited. And that fuch a grofs and palpable difplay of a pre- 
determination to difcover guilt, did arque in the faid Johnion a knowledge, a ftrong prefump- 
tion, or a belief, that fuch reprefeatatiuns would be agreeable to the fecret wifhes and views of 
the faid Haftines, under whofe orders Le the isid Jolhiuionm acted, and to whom all his reports 
were to be referred. 

“= 


=-=. 


That the faid Richard Johnfon did foon after proceed to the immediate object of his miffion, 
e which (tie faid Johnfon relates) was fhort to a degree.” “The demand was made, and ‘* a 
<< flac refutai’’? given; the queftion was repeated, with like effect. The faid Johnfon, in pre- 
fence of proper witnefics, then drew up bis lena ** together with a memorandum of a pal- 
< Jiutive offer made by the Nabob Fyzoola Cawn,” and inferted in the proteft ; 


<< That he would, in compliance with the demand, and i conformity to the treaty, which 

6c fpecificd no definite number of cavalry or infantry, oniy evpreffing troops, turnifh 3,000 men; 

tt vig. he would. in addition to the x,cco cavalry aiicady ranted, give ICOC more, wan 
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*s and wherefoever required, and r,oco foot;”? together with one year’s pay in adva. , and 
funds for the regular payment of them in future. 


And this (the faid Richard Johnfon obferves) ** I put down at his (the Nabob Fyzoola 
Cawn’s) particular defire, but otherwife ufe'’c!s, as my erders (which orders do not appear) were 
not to receive any paltiiation, but a negative or affirmative,’ thougu fuch palliation, as it is called 
by the faid Johnion, might be, as it was, in the flri€teil conformity to the treaty. 


Na 


That in the faid offer, the Nabob Fyzoola Cawn, inftead of palliating, did at once admit the 
extreme right of the Vizier, under the treaty, by agrecing to furnifh 3,050 men, when he 
(Fyzoola Cawn) would have been juftified in pleading his inability to-fend more than two thou- 
fand. That fuch inability would not (as appears) have been a falfe and evafive plea, but per- 
fetly true and valid; as the 3,009 foot maintained by Fyzeola Cawn were for the purpofes of 
his internal government, for which the whole 3,000 mutt have been demonittrably neceflary : 
and that the Nabob Fyzoola Cawn, by declining to avail himfelf of a plea fo fair, fo weil 
founded, and fo confonant to the indulgence exprefsly acknowledged in the treaty, and by thus 
meeting the fpecific demand of the Vizier as fully as, according to his own military eflablifh- 
ment, he could, did, for the faid offer, deferve rather the thanks of the faid Vizier and the 
a than the proteft which the aforefaid Johnfon, under the orders of Warrer Haftings, 

id deliver. 


>. 9 


That the report of the faid proteft, as well as the former letter of the faid Johnfon, were by 
‘the: Refident Middleton tranfmitted to the Board, together with a letter from the Vizier, 
founded on the faid report and letter of the faid Johnion, and propofing in confequence *‘ to 
<“ refume the grant, and to leave Fyzoola Cawn to join his other faithlefs brethren, who were 
<< fent. acrofs the Ganges.” 


That the faid papers were read ir Council on the 4th of June,-1781, when the Governor 
General, Warren Haftings, did move and carry a vote to iufpend a final refolution on the 
fame; and the faid Haftings did not exprefs any difapprobation of-the proceedings of the faid 
‘Johnfon ;.neither did the faid Haflings affign any reafons for his motion of fufpenfion, which 
paffed without debate. That in truth the taid Haftings had then projected a journey up the 
country to meet the Vizier, for the fertlement of articles relative to the regulation of Owde 
and its dependencies, among which was included the jaghire of Fyzoola Cawn ; and the faid 
Haftings, for the aforefaid purpofes, did, on the 3d of July, by his own caiting vote, grant 
to himfelf, and did prevail on his colleague, Edward W neler, Efquire, to grant a certain ille- 
gal delegation of the whole powers-of the Governor General and Council; and on the feventh 
of the fame month did:proceed on his way to join the Vizier, at a place called Chunar, on the 
borders of Benares; and that the aforefaid vote, of fufpending a final refolution on the tranf- 
actions with: F yzoola Cawn, was therefore in fubftance and eficét a reference thereof by the faid 
-Haftings, from himtelf:in Council, with his colleague W heler, to himfelf in conference and 
negociation with the Vizier, who, from the firft demand of the 5,000 horie, had taken every 
occafion of. fhewing his inclination to difpoilefs Fyzocla Cawn, and who, before the faid de- 
mand (in a letter-which does. not appear, but which the Vizier himfelf quotes as antecedent to 
the faid demand) had complained to the faid Hatftings of the ‘* injury and irregularity in the 
=< management of the provinces bordering on Rampore, arifing from Fyzoola Cawn having the 
‘© uncontrouled dominion -of that diftrict.” 


“a RE AT ¥ of CHUN &A R; 


$. 


HAT the Governor General, Warren Haftings, bcing vefted with the illegal powers 

i before recited, did, on the roth of September, 1781, enter intoa treaty with the Vizier 
‘at Chunar; which treaty (as the taid Haftings relates) was-drawn up ‘** from a feries of regut 
‘© fitions. prefented to him (the faid Hattings) by the Vizier,” and by him received ** with an 
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c jutant se wyqualified affent to each article ;” and that the faid Haftings affigns his reafons 
for fush rea !y ailznt in the following words.: ** [ confidered the fubjeéts of his (the Vizier’s) 
< requeits zs cilential to the reputation of our government, and no lefs to our intereft than. 
s< his” 


II. 
That in'the faid treaty of Chunar, the third article is as follows: 


« That as Fyzoola Cawn has by his breach of treaty forfeited the protection of the Englith 
< government, and caufes, by his continuance in his prefent independent ftate, great alarm 
s and detriment to the Nabob Vizier, he be permitted, when time fhall fuit, to refume his 
s lands, and pay him in money, through the Refident, the amount ftipulated by treaty, after 
‘* deducting the amount and charges of the troops he ftands engaged to furnifh by treaty; 
«< which amount fhall‘be, pafled to the account of the Company during the continuance of the 
< prefent war.” 


ITI. 


That for the better elucidation of his policy in the fevera] articles of the treaty above-men- 
tioned, the faid Haftings did fend to the Council of Calcutta (now confifting of E ward W heler 
and Jchn Macpherfon, Efquires,) two different copies of the faid treaty, with explanatory 
minutes oppofed to each article; and that the minute oppofed to the third article is thus 
expreiicd : 


c< The condu&t of Fyzoola Cawn, in refufing the aid demanded, though not an abfolute breach 
“€ of treaty, was evafive and uncandid. The demand was ME 5:000 cavalry. The engage- 
ment in the treaty is literally for 53020 horfe and foot. Fyzoola Cawn could not be ignorant that 
% we had no occafion for any fuccours of infantry from him, and that cavalry would be of the 
s+ moft eflential fervice. So ferupulous an attention to literal expreffion, when a more liberal inter- 
“© pretatisn would have been highly ufeful and acceptable to us, ftrongly marks his -unfriendly difpe~ 
<< fition, though it may not impeach his fidelity, and leaves him little claim to any exertions from us 
sc for the continuance of his jeghirese Bat I am of opinion that neither the Vizier’s nor the Comtpany’s 
<< intere/is would be promoted by depriving Fyzoola Cawn of his independency, and I have therefore 
‘© referved the execution of this agreement to an indefinite term; and our government may always 
“E interpofe to prevent any ill ejfeé?s from it.” 


Lv. 


That in his aforefaicd zuthentic evidence of his own purpofes, motives, and principles, in the 
third article of the ireoty of Chunar, the faid Haftings hath eftablifthed divers matters of weighty 
and ferious crim'):**.-.: .gainft himfelf. 


ft. Thee the taut Haftings doth acknowledge therein, that he did, in a public inftrument, 
folemnly reco rsiuc, ** as a breach of treaty,” and as fuch, did fubje& to the confequent penal- 
ties, an act wiich he the faid Haftings did at the fame time think, and did immediately declare 
to be “* 19 breach of treaty;”” and by fo falfely and unjuftly proceeding againft a perfon under 
the Comipany’s guarantee, the faid Haftings, on his own confeffion, did himfelf break the faith 
of the faid guarantee, 


2d. That in juftifying this breach of the Company’s faith, the faid Haftings doth wholly 
abanar: his fecond peremptory demand for the 3,0c0 horfe, and the proteft confequent thereon ; and 
the isid Haitings doth thereby condemn the violence and injuftice of the fame. 


gdly. “Phat in recurring to the original demand of five thoufand horfe as the ground of his 
juit ‘cation, the faid Haftinzs doth falfely affert ¢* the engagement in the treaty to be /terally 
“© FIVE thoufand horfe and fost,” whereas it is in fact for TWO or THREE thoufand men; and the 
faid Heftings dota thereby wilfully attempt to deceive and miflead his employers, which is an 
high critue and mifdemeanor in a fervant of fo great a trutt. 


4thly. That with a view to his further juftification, the faid Haftings doth advance a prin- 
ciple, that ** @ /crupulous attention to the literal expreffion’’ of a guaranteed treaty ** /eavcs,’’ to 
the pe .on f» obferving the fame, ** but little claim to the exertions” of a guarantee on his beha'f; 
that fucn a principle is utterly fubverfive of all faith of guarantees, and is therefore highly cri- 
minal in the firft executive member of a government, that mut neceflarily ftand in that mutual 
selation to many. 


4 P sthly, That 
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-sthly. ‘That the faid Haftings doth profefs his opinion of an article to which he gave an 
“* inflant and unqualified affent,’’ that it was a meature ** dy which netiher the Vizier’s nor the 
““ Company's interefis woud be promoted,” but from which, without fome interpolition, 44 7 
* effects mufè be expefed ;”’ and that the faid Haftings doth thereby charge himfelf with a high 
breach of truit towards his employers. 


6thly. That the faid Haftings having thus confefied that, confcioufly and wilfully (from 
what motives he hath not chofen to confefs) he did give his formal fanétion to a meature both o 
injuttice and impolicy, he the faid Haftings doth urge, in his defence, that he did at the fame 
time infert words ‘* referving the execution of the faid agreement toan indefinite term ;” with 
an intent that it might in truth be never executed at all; but that ** our government might 
‘© always interpofe,’’ without right, by means of an indircét and undue influence, to prevent 
the ill effects following from a collufive furrender of a clear and authorized right to interpofe ; 
and the faid Haftings doth thereby declare himfelf to have introduced a principle of duplicity, 
deceit, and double dealing, into a public engagement, which ought in its eflence to be clear, 
open, and explicit; that fuch a declaration ears to fhake and overthrow the confidence of all, 
in the moft folemn inftruments of any perfon fo declaring, and is therefore an high crime and 
mifdemeanor in the firft executive member of government, by whom all treaties and other en- 
gagements of -the ftate are principally to be conducted. 


V. 


 That-by the explanatory minute aforefaid the faid Warren Haftings doth further, in the moft 
direct manner, contradiét his own afflertions, in the very letter which enclofed the faid minute 
to his colleagues ; for that one of the articles to which he there gave ‘* an inflant and unqualified 
“<< affent, as no lefs to our intere/? than the Vizier’s,’? he doth here declare unequivocally to be 
neither to our interef? nor the Vizier’s ; and the ‘** unqualified alent” given to the faid article is 
now fo qualified, as wholly to defeat itfelf. That by tuch irreconcileable contradictions the 
faid Haftings doth incur'the fufpicion of much criminal mifreprefentation in other like cafes of 
unwitnefled: conferences ; and in the prefent inftance (as far as it extends) the faid Hattings 
doth prove himfelf to have given an account both of his actions and motives, by his own con- 
feflion untrue, for the purpofe of deceiving his employers, which is an high crime and mif{de- 
meanor.in a fervant of fo great truft. 


VI. 


“That the faid third article of the treaty of Chunar, as it thus ftands explained by the faid 
Haftings himfelf, doth on the whole appear defigned to hold the protection of the Company in 
fufpence ; that it acknowledges all right of interference to ceafe, but leaves it to our difcretion 
to determine when it will -fuit our conveniency to give the Vizier the liberty of aéting on the 
principles by us ‘already admitted: that it is dexteroufly conftructed to balance the defires of one 
man, rapacious and profufe, againft the fears of another, defcribed as ‘* of extreme pufilla- 
«<< nimity, and wealthy :? but that, whatever may have been the fecret objccts of the artifice 
and intrigue confeffled to form its very effence, it muft on the very face of it neceflarily impli- 
cate the Company in a’breach of faith, whichever might be the event, as they muft equally 
break their faith, either by withdrawing their. guarantee unjuftly, or by continuing that gua- 
'Yantee, in contradiction to this treaty of -Chunar; that it thus tends to hold out to India, and 
to the whole world, that the public principle of the Englifh government is a deliberate fyftem 
of injuftice, joined with falfehood, of impolicy, of bad faith, and treachery ; and that the faid 
article is therefore in the: higheft degree derogatory to the honour, and injurious to the interefts 
of this nation. 








‘CONSEQUENCES of the TFREATY-of CHUNAR. 


"Xs 


HAT in confequence of the treaty of Chunar, the Goverrior General, Warren Hattings, 

did fend official inftru@liions, refpecting: the various articles of the faid treaty, to the 
faid Refident Middleton ; and that in a Poft{cript, the faid Hattings did forbid the refumption 
wf the Nabob Fyzoola Cawn’s. Jaghire, ‘* until circumftances may render it more expedient, 


*© and 
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< and eafy to be attempted, than the prefent more material purfuits of Government make it 
** appear ;”’ thereby intimating a pofitive limitation of the indefinite term in the explanatory 
minute above recited; and confining the fufpenfion of the article to the preffure of the war. 


rT 
he 


Thet foon after the date of the faid inftractions, and within two months of the fignature of 
the treaty of Chunar, the faid Haftines did caufe Sir Elijah Impey, Knight, his Majetty’s 
Chicf Juftice at Fort William, to difcredit the juítice of the Crown of Great Britain, by 
making him the channel of unwarrantable communication ; and did, through the faid Sir Elijah, 
iiznify to the Refident Middieton, his (the faid Haftings’s) ** approbation of a /ubfidy from 
« Fyzoola Cawn.” 


IIT. 


‘That the Refident, in anfwer, reprefents the proper equivalent for 2,000 horfe, and I,COO 
foot (the forces offered to Mr. Johnfon by Fyzoola Cawn) to be twelve lacks, or £L -120,c00 
íterling, and upwards, cach year: which the faid Refident fuppofes is confiderably beyond 
what he (Fyzoola Cawn) will voluntarily pay: ** However, if it is your wifh that the claim 
Ú fhould be made, I am ready to take it up, and, you may be affered, nothing in my power fhall 
<E be left undone, to carry it through.” 


IV. 


That the reply of the faid Haftings doth not appear ; but that it does appear on record, that 
‘t a nezociation (Mr. Johnfon’s) was begun for Fyzoola Cawn’s cavalry to act with General 
< Goddard, and on his (Fyzoola Cawn’s) evading it, that a Jum of money was demanded.” 


V. 


That in-the months of February, March, and April, the Refident Middleton did repeatedly 
propofe the refumption of Fyzoola Cawn’s Jaghirc, agreeably to the treaty of Chunar; and 
that, driven to extremity (as the faid Hattings fuppofes) ‘* by the public menaces and denun- 
<< ciations of the Refident and Minifter,’?” Hyder Beg Cawn, a creature of the faid Haftinges 
(and both the Refident and Minifter acting profefiedly on and under the treaty of Chunar) 
s the Nabob Fyzoola Cawn made fuch preparations, and fuch a difpofition of his .family and 
s wealth, as evidently manifefted either an intendcd or an expeéted rupture.” 


VI. 


That on the 6th of May the faid Haftings did fend his confidential Agent and friend, Major 
Palmer, ona private commiffion to Lucknow ; and that the faid Palmer was charged with 
fecret inftructions relative to Fyzoola Cawn, but of what import cannot be afcertained, the 
faid Haftings in his public inftructions having inferted only the name of Fyzonla Cawn, asa 
mere reference (according to the explanation of the faid Haftings) to what he had: verbally 
communicated to the faid Palmer ; and that the faid Haitings was thereby guiity of a criminal 
- concealment. 


“WIL. 


That fome time about the month of Auguft, an engagement happened between a ‘body of 
Fyzoola Cawn’s cavalry and a part of the Vizier’s army, in which the latter were beaten, and 
their guns taken ; that the Refident Middleton did reprefent the fame but asa flight and acci- 
dental affray : That it was acknowledged the troops of the Vizier were the agerefiors ; that it 
did appear to the Board, 2nd to the faid Haftings himfelf, an affair of morc confiderable 
magnitude, and that they did make the concealment thereof an article of charge againit the 
Refident Middleton, though: the faid Refident did in truth acquaint them with the fame, but in 
acurfory manner, 


Vitti. 


That immediately after the faid ‘* fray’? at Daranagur, the Vizier (who was < but a 
<c cypher in the hands” of the Minifter and the Refident, both of them dircétly appointed and 
fupported by the faid Haftings) did make of Fyzoola Cawn a new demand, equally contrary 
to the true intent and meaning of the treaty, as his former requifitions: which new demand 

was 
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was, for the detachment in panion at Daranagur to be cantoned, as : fationary force at 
‘Lucknow, the capital of the Vivier; whereas he (the Vizier) had only. right to demand an 
occafional aid to join his army in the field, or in garrifon during ò war. Bug the faid ne -+ 
demand being evaded, or rather refufed, agreeably to the fair conitruction of the treaty by the 
Nabob Fyzoola Cawn, the matter was for the prefent dropped. 


IX. 


‘That in the letter, in whi¢h the Refident Middieton did mention ** what he calls the fray” 
«forefaid, the faid Middleton did again apply for the ref{umption of the Jaghirc of Rampore ; 
‘and, that the objections againft the meafure being now removed (by the feparate prace with 
Scindia) he defired to know if the Board ‘* would give aflurances of their fupport to the Vizier, 
in cafe, which ere the Refident) J think very probable, his (the Vizier’s) own firength fhould 
be found unequal to the undertaking. 


X. 


That although the faid Warren Haftings did make the foregoing application a new charge 
again{t the Refident Middleton, yet-the faid Haftings did only criminate the faid Middleton 
“for a propofal, tending ‘* at fuch a crifis to increafe the number of our enemies;” and did in 
no degree, either in his articles of charge or in his accompanying minutes, exprefs any difap- 
probation whatever of the principle ; that in truth the whole proceedings of the f2id Refident 
were the natural refult of the treaty of Chunar: that the faid proceedings were, from time to 
time, Communicated to the faid Haftings. “That as he no where charges any difobedience of 
-orders on Mr. Middleton: with refpect to Fyzoola Cawn, it may be juttly inferrcd that ‘the faid 
Haftings did not interfere to check the proceedings of the faid Middleton on that fubject ; and 
“that by fuch criminal negleét the faid Hatlings did make the .guilt-of the faid Middleton. 
whatever it might be, his own. 


‘Pecuniary Commutation of the ftipulated Aid. 


I. 


HAT -on the charges, and forthe mifdemeanors above fpecified, together with -divers other 

accufations, the Governor General, Warren Haftings, in September, 1782, did remove 
the aforefaid Middleton from his office of Refident at Owde, and did appoint thereto John 
Briftow, Efquire, whom he had twice before, without caufe, recalled from the fame ; and that 
-about the fame time-the faid -Haftings did believe the mind of the Nabob Fyzoola Cawn to be 
fo irritated, in confequence of the above recited conduét of the late Refident Middleton, and 
of his (the faid Haftings’s) own criminal neglect, that he the faid Haftings found it neceflary 
to write to Fyzoola Cawn, afluring him ‘** of the favourable difpofition of the Government 
& toward him while he fhall not have forfeited it by any improper conduct.”’? But that the faid 
-affurances of the Governor General did not tend, as foon after appeared, to-raife much con- 
fidence in the Nabob, over whom a public inftrument of the fame Haftings was ftill holdinz the 
terrors of -a deprivation of his Jaghirc, and an exile ** among his other faithlefs brethren acrofs 


**¢ the Ganges.”’ 
Ty. 


“That on the fubjec&t of Fyzoola Cawn, the faid Haftings, in his inftru€tions to the new 
‘Refident, Briftow, did leave him to be guided by his own difcretion; but (he adds) ‘* he careful 
“© to prevent the Vizicr’s affairs from being involved with new difficulties, while he has already 
** fo many to opprefs him ;”” thereby plainly hinting at fome more decifive meafures, whenever 
the Vizier fhould be lefs opprefled with difficulties, 


3H. That 


IiI. 


That the Refident Briftow, after acquainting the Governor General with his intentiens, dia. 
under the faid initructions, renew the aforefaid claim for a fum of money, but with much caution 
and circumfpection, diftantly founding Ailif Cawn, the Vakeel (or Envoy) of Fyzdola Cawn, 
at the Court of the Vizier: that ** Allif Cawn wrote to his mafter on the fubje&t, and in 
s anfwer he was directed not to agree to the granting of pecuniary aid. 


IV. 


That the Refident Briftow did then openly depute Major Palmer aforefaid, with the concur- 
rence of the Vizier, and the approbation of the Governor General, to the. Nabob Fyzoola. 
Cawn, at Rampore; and that the faid Palmer was to ** endeavour to convince the Nabob,. 
<< that all doubts of his attachment to the Vizier, are ceafed; and whatever claims may be made on 
<< him, are founded upon the bafis of his intere/? and advantage, and a plan of eftablifbing his right 
<< to the poffeffion of his Faghire.’? That the fudden ceafing of the faid Joubts, without any en- 
quiry of the flighteft kind, doth warrant a ftrong prefumption of the Refident’s conviction that 
they never really exifted, but were artfully feigned, as a pretence for fome harfh interpofition ; 
and that the indecent mocke-y of eftablifhing, as a matter of favour jor a pecuniary confidera- 
tion, rights which were never impeached but by the treaty of Chunar (any inftrument re- 
corded by Warren Haftines himfelf to be founded on falfehood and injuftice) doth powerfully. 
prove the true purpofe and objeét of all the duplicity, deceit, and double-dealing, with whic 
that treaty was projected and executed. 


y. 


That the faid Palmer was inftruéted by the Refident Britow, with the fubfequent approbation 
of the Governor General, to obtain from Fyzcola Cawn an annual tribute ;’? to which the Re- 
fident adds: ‘* Jf you can procure from him, over and above this, a pefeufh (ar fine) of at leaft five lacks, 
«c it would be rendering an eflential ferwice to the Vizier, and «dà to the confidence his Excellency 
ec would hereafter repofe in the attachment of the Nabob Fyzoola Cawn.” 


And that the faid Governor General Haftings, did give the following extraordinary ground of 
calculation as the bafis of the faid Palmer’s negociation for the annual tribute aforefaid, 


<< It was certainly underftood at the time the treaty was concluded (of which this ftipulation was 
“© apart) that it applicd /olely to cavalry: as the Nabob Vizier pofieffing the fervice of our forces, 
< could not poffibly require infantry, and leaft of all fuch infantry as Fyzoola Cawn could fur- 
niih; and a fingle horfeman included in the aid which Fyzsola Cawn might furnifh, would prove æ 
<¢ literal compliance with the faid fiipulation. ‘Vhe number therefore of horfe implied by it, ought 
“<< at leait to be afcertained: Ze will fuppcfe five thaujand, and allowing the exigency for their at- 
tendance to exift only inthe proportion of one year in five, reduce the demand to one thoufand 
< for the computation of the fubdfidy, whichat the rate SIS rupees per man will amount to 
«c fifty thoufand per menfem. ‘This may {erve for the balis of this article in the negociation 
<€ upon it. 


VI. 


That the faid Warren Haftings doth then continue to inftruct the faid Palmer, in the alterna- 
tive of a refufal from Fyzoola Cawn, 


‘© If Fyzoola Cawn fhail refufe to treat for a fubfidy, and claim the benefit of his original 
<¢ agreement in its literal expreffion, he poffeffes aright which we cannot difpute, and it willin that 
<< cafe remain only to fix the precife number of horfe which he fhall furnith, which ought at leaft 
“<< to exceed 2,5c¢0C.” 


VII. 


‘That in the above-recited inftru&ion, the faid Warren Haftings doth infinuate (for he doth not 
dircétly ailert) 


1ft. That we are entitled by treaty to 5,000 troops ; which he fays were undoubtedly intend- 
ed co be all cavalry. 


4 Q_ ed That 
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2d. That the faid Haftings doth then admit, +- that” a fingle horfeman, included in the aid 
furnifhed by Fyzoola Cawn, would prove a literal compliance. 


3J. That the faid Haftings doth next refort again tothe fuppofition ef our right to the whole 
5,090 cavalry. 


4th. That the faid Haftings doth afterwards think, in the event of an explanation of the treaty, 
and a fettlement of the proportion of cavalry, inftead of a pecuniary commutation, it will be ail 
- we can demand, thag the number fhould eż leu/# exceed 2,500. 


sth. That the faid Haftings doth, in calculating the {uppofed time of their fervice, affime an 
‘arbitrary eftimate of one year of war to four of peace; which (however mpdcrate the calculation 
may appear on the average of the faid Hattings’s own government) coth involve a principle ina 
confiderable degree repugnant to the fyitem of perfeét peace, inculcated in the ftanding orders of 
the Company. 


| 6th. That in eftimating the pay of thecavalry to be commuted, the faid Haftings doth fix the 

pay of each man at 50 rupzes a month; which on 5,000 troops, all cavalry (as the faid Haftings 
fuppofes the treaty of [ail-Dang to have meant) would amount to an expence of 3o lacks a 
year, or between 300,000). or 400,007]. And thisexpence, &riciiy refulting (according to the 
calculations of the faid Haftirgs) from the intention of Sujan ul Dowlah’s grant to Fyzcola 
Cawn, was defigned ro be fupported out of a jaghire, valucd at 15 lacks only, or fomething 
more than £50,000l. of yearly revenue, juft half the amaunt of ihe expence to be incurred in 
confideration of the faid jaghire. 


And that a bafis of negociation fo inconfiftent, fo arbitrary, and fo unjuft, is contrary to that 
uprightnefs and integrity, which fhould mark the tranfactions of a great ftate, and is highly 
- derogatory to che honour of this natien. 


VIL. 


That notwithftanding the feeming moderation and juftice of the faid Haftings, in admitting 
the clear and undoubted right of Fyzoola Cawn to infit on his treaty, the head of inftruétion 
immediately fucceeding doth afford juft reafon fora victent prefuiption, that fuch apparent 
lenity was but policy, to give a colour to his conduct; he che fuid Haftings, in the very next 
paragraph, bringing forth a new engine of opprefficn, as toliows: 


‘© To demand the furrender of all the ryots (or peafants) ef the Nabob Vizier’s dominions, 
& to whom Fyzoola has given prot:€ticn and fervice, or an annual tribute, in companfutien for the 
s< lofs fuflained by the Nabob Vizier in his revenue, thus transferred to Fyz.ola Cawn. 


c ‘You have ftated the encreafe of his jaghire, occafioned by this a&, at the moderate fum of 
«c fifteen lacks. The tribute ough: at leali to be one third of thit amount. l 


“© We conceive that Fyzoola Cawn himfelf may be difpoted to yield to the preceding demand, 
on the additional condition of being allowed to hold his lands in ultumgaw (or an inhe- 
<s ritable tenure) inftead of his prefent tenure by jaghire (or a tenure for Jife). This we 
‘© think the Vizier can have no objcction to grant, and we recommend it; dbzt for this a fine 
ss y pe ought to be immediately paid in the cuflomary proportion of the Jumma, eflimated at 30 
Ee (acks. 


A 


IX. 


That the Refident Briftow (to whom the letter, containing Major Palmer’s inftru&tions, is 
addreffed) no where attributes the increafe of Fyzoola Cawn’s revenues to' this proteQion of 
the fugitive ryots, fubjećts of the Vizier: That the faid Warren Haflings was, thercerore, 
not warranted to make that ą pretext of -fuch a peremptory demand: ‘Ihat as an inducement 
to make Fyzoola Cawn agree to the faid demand, it is offered to fettle his lands upon a 
‘tenure,. which would fecure them to his children; but that fettlement is to briug with it a 
new demand of a fine of thirty lacks, or 300,000l. and upwards: That the principles 
of the faid demand are violent and defpotic, and the inducement to acquiefcence deceitfu! 
and infidious ; and that both the demand and the inducement are derogatory to the honour of 
his nation. | 


wee, oR Rat 


x. 


‘hat M:jor Palmer aforcfaid proceeded under thefe inftru€&tions to Rampore, where his 
jouines `` to extort a fum of money,”” was previoufly known, from AIMF Cawn, Vakeel of 
Fyeails Cawn, at the Vizer’s court; and that, notwithftanding the affurances of the fricudiy 
difpehition f governigent, given Ly thefaid Haftings as is herc:. related) the Nabob ryzoola 
Cawn did expt coe noñ fsiows and dcfponding apprehenfions, both by Jets-r and t2° ugh 
his vakeel, to tne Reùlent BD-ilow, wao rcpreients tnem to Major Palmer in tne foi: wag 
manner : 


< The Nakeo Fyzoola Cawn complains of the diftzedes he has this year fuffered from the 
e drouphe. bh. whole coileétions have, with great management, amounted to about twe've 
é lacks of :up.e7, from whi sh fum he has to fupport his troops, his family, and feveral re- 
ec jar +3 dependents of the late Ronilia Chiefs. He feys, it clearly appears ta be intended to 
6 de ing Erat 6 hic country, as the high demand you have made of him is inadmiffible. Should 
ec ic Huyeafe nied to it, it would be impoflidle to perform the conditions, and then his repu- 
ec tacion we hi be injured oy a breach of agreement. lif? Cawn further reprefents, that it is 
«€ fis ma'l + tertentice, in caz the demand Should not be relinguifhed by JIU, firfi to proceed to Luck- 
“mow, ut re Aas pret afes having an interview with the Vizier and the Refident ; if he fhauld nst be 
<i ableto rutiin his cin terns for a future prffeffion of his jaghire, he wili fet off for Calcutta, in 
se ordi. to pray fu ,uftiee from she Honourable the Governor Generai. He obferves, it is the 
e cuttous vi © Honourable Company, when they deprive a Chief of his country, to grant 
*¢ him lioms allos nee. This he expects from Mr. Hattings’s bounty ; ‘but if he fhould be dif- 
66 appvinted, he will certainly Jet off upon a pilgrimage to Mecca and Medina, and renounce the 
<c cares of the wor id.” 


<e He directs his Vakeel to afcertain whether the-Englifi intend to deprive him of his country; for if 
< they do, he is ready to furrcuder it, upon receiving an order from the Refident, 


XI. 


That after much negociation, the Nabob Fyzoola Cawn, ‘* being fully fenfible that an ep- 
& gagement to furnifh military aid, however clearly the conditisns might be fiated, mul? be a fource 
“* of perpetual mifunderflanding and incenventiencies,’’ did at length a ztee with Major Palmer te 
give fifteen lacks, or 15¢,000l. and upwards, by four inftalments, that he might be exempted 
from all future claims of military fervice: That the faid Palmer reprefents it to be his belief, 
<< that no perfon not known to prffefs your (the faid Haftings’s) confidence and fupport in the degree that 
“<< Jam fuppofed to do, would have obtained nearly fo good terms;” but from what motive 
‘€¢ terms fo good” were granted, and how the confidence and fupport of the faid Haittings 
did truly operate on the mind of Fyzoola Cawn, doth appear to be better explained by 
another paflage in the fame letter, where the faid Palmer congratulates himfelf on the fatis- 
faétion which he gave to Fyzoola Cawn in the conduct of this negociation, as he fpent a month in 
order to cffe&t ** by argument and perfuation, what he could have obtained in an honar by threats and 
<&c compulfiorns. 





-Full Vindication of Fyzoola Cawn, by Majer Palmer and 
Mr. Haftings. 


I. 


HAT in the courfe of the faid negociation for eftablifhing the eat of the Nabob 

Fyzoola Cawn, Major Palmer aforefaid did communicate to the. Refident Briftow, and 
through the faid Refident to the Council General of Bengal, the full and dire&t denial of the 
Nabob Fyzoola Cawn to all and every of the charges made or pretended to be made againft him, 
as follows : 


« Fyzoola Cawn perfifts in denying the infringement on his part of any one article in the 
6¢ treaty, or the neglect of any obligation which it impofed upon him. 


“<< He 
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«c He does not admit of the improvements reported to be made in his jaghire, and even afferts, 
è that the collections this year will fall fhort of the original jumma (or eftimate) by reafon 
+ of the long drought. 


< He denies having excecded the limited number of Rohillas in his fervice; 


«c And having refufed the required aid of cavalryy made by Johnfon, to act with General 
“« Goddard. 


<c He obferves, refpecting the charge of evading the Vizier’s requifition for the cavalry, 
< lately ftationed at Daranagur, to be ftationed at Lucknow, that he is not bound by treaty to 
< maintain a {tattonary force for the fervice of the Vizier, but to fupply an aid of 2,000 or 
“© 3,000 troops in time of war. 


«c Laltly, he afferts, that fo far from encouraging the ryots (or peafants) of the Vizier to 
«c fettle in his jaghire, it -has been his conftant practice to deliver them up to the Aumil of 
<< Rohilcund, whenever he could difcover them,” 


II. 


That in giving his opinions on the aforefaid denials of the Nabob Fyzoola Cawn, the faid 
Palner did not controvert any one of the conftructions of the treaty advanced by the faid 
Nabob. 


That although the faid Palmer, 4t from general appearances as well as univerfal report, did 
<< not doubt that the jumma of the jaghire is greatly encreafed,” yet he, the faid Palmer, did not 
intimate, that it was encreafed in any di: zrce near the amount reporte., as it was drawn out ina 
regular eftimate, tranfmitted to the iaid Paimer exprefsly for the purpofes of his negociation ; 
which was of courfe by him produced to the Nabob Fyzoola Cawn, and to which ipecifically 
the denial of Fyzoola Cawn muft be underitood to apply. 


That the faid Palmer did not hint any doubt of the deficiency afirmed by Fyzoola Cawn, 
in the collections for the current year: And, 


‘That if any increafe of jumma did truly exift, whatever it may have been, the faid Palmer 
did acknowledge it ** to have been folemnly relinquifhed (in a private agreement) by the 
s: Vizier.” 


"That although the faid Palmer did fuppofe the number of Rohillas (employed ‘* in ordinary 
<c ANE in Rampore alone, to exceed.that limited by the treaty, for his (Fyzoola 
<e Cawn’s) fervice ;” yet the faid Palmer did by no means imply that the Nahob Fyzoola Cawn 
maintained in his fervice a ingle man more than was allowed by treaty ; and by a particular and 
minute account of the troops of Fyzoola Cawn, tranfmitted by the Refident Briftow to the faid 
Palmer, the number was ftated but at 5,840, probably including officers, who were not under- 
ftood te be comprehended in the treaty. 


That the faid Palmer did further admit it ** to be not clearly expreffed in the treaty, whether 
<¢ the reftri€étion included Rohillas of all defcriptions;” but ai »ny rare, he adds, ** it does 
& not appear that their number is formidable; or that he (Fyzocia Cawn) could by any means 
<e fubfif? fuch numbers as could caufe any fertous alarm to the Vizier; neither is there any eopenrance 
st of their entertaining any views beyond the quiet pofieflion of the advantages which they at 
“¢ prefent enjoy.” | 


And that in a fubfequent letter, in which the faid Palmer thought it prudent ‘* to vindicate 
< himfelf from any poffible infinuation that he meant to facrifice tie Vizier’s interefi,’? he the 
faid Palmer, did pofitively atteft the new claim on Fyzoola Cawn for the protection of the 
Vizier’s ryots to be wholly without foundation; as the Nabob Fyzoola Cawn <t ha: proved ro 
« him (Palmer) by producing receipts of various dates, and for great numbers of thcfle people 
*s furrendered upon requifition from the Vizier’s officers.” 


Eh. 


That, over and above the aforefaid complete refutation of the different charges and pretexts 
under which exactions had been practifed, or attempted to be practited, on the ‘Nabob IF yzeola 
Cawn, the faid Palmer did further condemn, altogether, the principle of calculation alflumed in 
fuch exactions (even if they had been founded in juftice) by the following cxplanation of the 


nature 
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nature of the tenure, by which, under the treaty of Lall-Dang, the Nabob Fyzoola Cawn 
held his peficffions as a jaghiredar. 


‘s There are no precedents in the ancient ufage of the country for afcertaininge the nuzzerana 
(cuftomary prefent) or peefchufh (regular fine) of grants of this nature: they were beflowed 
by the Prince as rewards or favours; and the accuftomary prefent in return was adapted to the 
dignity of ‘the donor, rather than to the value of the gift; to which it never, Ibelieve, bore 
any kind of propertion.” i 


a A A 
A A A 


IV. 


‘That a fum of money (‘* which of courfe was to be received by the Company”) being now 
obtained, and the ‘* interc/ts both af the Company and the Vizier’? being thus much ** better pro- 
‘E moted” by `$ eftab:tfhing the rights? of Fyzoola Cawn, than they could have been by * depriv- 
** ing him of his independency ;’’ when every undue influence of fecret and criminal purpofes was 
removed from the mind of the Governor General, Warren Hafcings, Efquire, he, the faid 
Tiaftings, did alfo concur with his friend and agent, Major Palmer, in the vindication of the 
Nabob Fyzoola Cawn, and in the moft ample manner. 


‘That the faid Warren Haftings did now clearly and explicitly underftand the claufes of the 
treaty, ‘** That Fyzoola Cawn fhould fend two or three (and not five) thoufand men, or attend 
ce in perfon, in cafe it was requifite.”’ 


“That the faid Warren Haftings did now confefs, that the right of the Vizier, under the 
treaty, was at beft ‘“but a precarious and unferviceasle right; and that he thought 15 lacks, or 
<* 150,000]. and upwards, an ample equivalent” (or, according to the expreffion of Major 
Palmer, an excellent bargain) as in truth it was, ‘* for expunging an article ot fuch a tenor, and 
** fo loofely wordcd.’” And finally, that the faid Haftings did give the following defcription 
of the general character, difpofition, and circumftances of the Natob Fyzoola Cawn: 


‘¢ The rumours which had been fpread of his hoftile defigns againft the Vizier. were totally 
<< groundlefs ; and if he had been inclined, he had not the means to make himfelf formidable; 
€ on the contrary, being in the decline of life, and pofleffing a very fertile and profperous jag- 
«c hire, it is more natural to fuppofe that Fyzoola Cawn wifhes to {pend the remainder of his 
<< days in quietnefs, than that he is preparing to embark in active and offenfive fcenes, which 
<< .muft end in his own deftruction.” 


V 


Vet that, notwithftanding this virtual and implied crimination of his whole conduct toward 
the Nabob Fyzoola Cawn, and after all the aforefaid acts, fyftematically profecuted in open viò- 
lation of a pofitive treaty, againft a prince who had an hereditary right to more than he aétuall 
poflefied, for whofe proteétion the faith of the Company and the nation was repeatedly pledge = 
and who had deferved and obtained the public thanks of the Britifh Government, when, in 
allufion to certain of the faid acts, the Court of Direétors had exprefied to the faid Haftings 
their wifhes, ‘* to be confidered rather as the guardians of the honour and property of the native 
< powers, than as the inftruments of oppreffion ;’ he, the faid Haftings, in reply to the faid 
Diref&tors, his mafters, did conclude his official account of the final fettlement with*Fyzoola 
Cawn, with the following indecent, becaufe unjuft exultation : 


rt Such are the meafures which we fhall ever with to obferve towards our‘allies or dependents 
spon our frontiers,” 


ak MOUSE 
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HOUSE or COMMONS. 


MA. Y Q. 


to be heard againft the T wenty-fecond Charge, delivered in by Mr: Burke on Friday 
ait, which, if he underftood the Right Honourable Gentleman correctly, was the laft to be 
delivered. The Major faid, before he brought up the Petition, he begged to give notice, that 
as the Right Honourable Gentleman had called for a number of witnefles, feveral of whom, on 
finding their evidence would not be fuch as he had expected, the Right Honourable Gentleman 
had told, he fhould not call; that he fhould defire thofe gentlemen might be called to the bar, 
as he had reafon to believe, their teitimony would tend to refute the Jaft Charge, and alfo to 
explain the affair at Benares, and to prove that the Begums had always been retellioufiy 
inclined. 


Ms ve SCOTT faid, he had a Petition to prefent from Mr. Hattings, who prayed 


Mr. Burke faid, that the Honourable Gentleman had fugeefted fomething that was true, 
mixed with fome mifreprefentation ; he rofe therefore to -feparate the truth trom the mifrepre- 
fentation. With regard to receiving the Petition, or complying with the prayer of it, he 
could not have the fmalleft objection to either. It was true, undoubtedly, that he had moved 
for feveral witnefles to be fummoned, fume of whom he meant not to examine; and the reaion 
was, he was not fo idle and abfurd as to call witnefies to the Bar to begin with a crofs exami- 
nation of them. As to the evidence not being what he expected, when he called for them at 
firft, he had exprefsly told the Houfe, he knew not one of them He had moved fer all that he 
was able to learn had been in India, to fupport him in his call upon the juftice of that Houfe, to 
afift in bringing to an ex:mplary punifhment, thofe who had firft robbed the Begums, thofe 
reverend antient Princefics, and afterwards endeavoured to cover the guilt of the robbery by 
inventing and urging moft falfe, calumniatory charges againft them. Mr. Burke, warmed 
with the mention of the Begums, loudly and emphatically exclaimed againft aéts of {uch appa- 
rent enormity. With regard to his having originally called for witneffes, whole teftimony 
afterwards appeared to be unncceflary, he faid it was extremely difficult to learn who could, or 
wko could not give any ufeful evidence refpecting the affairs of India, which was not to be 
confidéred asa Colony confifting of the Governed and the Governors, but thire having been but 
two defcriptions of characters in India, the Sufferers and the Oppreffois. 


Major Scott denied that Mr. Burke had given one word of anfwer to his fpcech. The Ma- 
jor repeated what he had faid, and declared he held a curious paper in his hand, containing an 
_ account of..a converfation that had taken place between the Right Honourable Gentleman and 
-one of the witnefies, whom he had interrogated and found not likely to anfiwer his purpofe; if 
~it were not contrary-to order, the Major faid, he would read it to the Houte. 


Mr. Burke rofe again, and faid, he had fpoken publicly in the room behind the clock, the 
{moaking room (as it was called) to one of the witnefies, who was called Captain Williams, 
sand having learnt from him that he had not been in the part of India to which his Charee 
referred, at the time that the facts alledged had happened, he had difcharged him. Another 
wicnefs (Colonel Gardner) he was concerned to have received a letter trem, ftating, that he 
bad airanged his papers for the examination, and meant to have attended; but that his fever 
had returned, and he was unable todo fo. Other gentlemen had likewile defired to be ex- 
cufed, as, they faid, they either could give no information relative to the criminal facts, or 
that their evidence would go again{t the profecution. To all fuch witneiies, Mr. burke faid, 
he had toid them he would not trouble them, 


Major Scott-faid, the paper in his hand gave a direét contrary account of Captain Williims’s 
evidence. 


An altercation here took place ketween the Major and Mr. Burke, which, after ecch had 
heen up two or three times more, was at length inierfered in by the Cnance!ler of rhe Exche- 
quer and Mr, Fox, and ultimatly. put a flop te by the Chair, when the order of the day and 

Line 
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the order for the Speaker leaving the Chair, having been'read and agreed to, Major Marfac was 


called to the Bar, and the:Committee procecded to examine him touching the matters in 
charge. 7 


MAY fr: 


NOTICE having been given that Warren Haftings, Efquire, was attending, he was 
brought to the Bar, and, after thanking the Houfe for that frefh initance of their indulgence, 
informed the Houfe that he held in his hand his anfwer to the 22d Charge; but as he had only 
iad fince Monday to prepare it, his whole time that he could fpare from reft had been taken up 


in the preparation of its contents, in confequence of which, being extremely fatigued, he 
intreated to have permiffion to deliver it in. 


He was defired to withdraw, and, upon motion, (by the Chancellor of the Exchequer) it 


was refolved, that Mr. Haftings’s anfwer to the 22d Charge fhtould be delivered to the’ Clerk, 
that it might be brought to the table, 


Mr. Haftings being again called in, was informed of the pleafure of the Houfe, and delivered 
his anfwer accordingly. 


Major Scott then moved, that the faid anfwer be referred to the Committee, to whom the 
ether papers on the fame fubject had’ been referred, and that it be printed. 





The Minutes of what was offered by Warren Haftings, Efquire, 
late Governor General of Bengal, at the Bar of the Houfe of 
Commons, upon the Matter of the Charge of High Crimes 


and Mifdemeanors, prefented again{ft him on the 5th of May, 
17 86. 


ANSWER TO THE TWENTY-SECOND CHARGE. 


FTZAOQOGCGL A CA TYN. 


HIS charge was not delivered to me till late on the 8th inftant; and I was informed 

yefterday morning, that in compliance with the prayer of my petition, to be heard in 
eply to it, this Honourable Houfe had been pleafed to direét my attendance on this day. T moft 
reipeétfully allude to the fhort interval of time al'owcd me for this purpofe, not as indicating 
the flighteft ground of complaint; for I accept with equal gratitude the permiflion to appear in 
“acy own defence, and the curly allowance of my attendance, it being, next to my entire 
acquittal, my firft wifh to obtain a fpeedy termination of the enquiry. But it is proper to 
eeprefent to this Flonourable Lloufe the juit plea which I may have for any deficiency of ‘my 
detence to this lait article of the charge, arifing from the want of fufficient time to examine 
every pert of it; every part of it containing fome pofitive or infinuated, but not always a 
i overable charge; and the whole comprizing no lcfs than 21 folio pages. “Thefe hive fur- 


nifhed 
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mufit.cd me with employment for’ one third of my allotted portion of timc to read, to analyic, 
and to underftand fo much as I do underftand of them, much of their fenfe being diflipated by 
nice and fubtle diftinétions, and obfcured by aliufions which I have not Icifure to trace to their 
documents, and perplexed by forced inferences ; and the introduStion of other charges, which 
are totally foreign from the fubject ; fuch as, that I affumed ** an illegal delezation ef the 
‘© whole powers of the Governor General and Council, in July 1781,’’—** that I reflected 
& diferedit to the Crown of Great Britain, bv a private converfation with Sir Elijah Empey,” 
and many other lateral accufations and infinustions of the like extraneous quality. 


‘All fuch matters, as of inferior note, I fhall pañ without more obfervation upon them, 
° es Pa ase > è . A 5 e = ge a 
trufting to the fpirit of liberal juftice which I have already experienced from this B ourabie 
Houfe for my general acquittal of thefe minuter charzes, if in the main points I fhall appear te 
have confulted the intereft, honour, and fafety of my emplovers; and that I could have had 
no view to my own intcreft in the proceedings which have a relation to the charge, as in effect 
no fuch view is or could have beci imputed to me in it. 


The charge confifts of eight titled chapters or divifions, and thefe fubdivided altogether into 
feventy-nine diftinct and numbered pofitions. 


The firft chapter is intituled *¢ Rights of Fyzoola Cawn, &c. before the treaty of Lall- 
«& Dang.’’ 


This I fhall examine minutely, as it will ferve to prove what I have afferted of the general 
character of the whole competition; and 1 will fhew to this Honourable Houte, that in twelv- 
pofitions or affirmations, of which it confifts, it contains as many aflertions, or implications of 
faéts, which have no foundation in truth. 


Iit. . The firft pofition ftates, that AJlv Mahmud, the father of Fyzoola Cawn, was the 
Sovereign of Cutteher or Rohilcund; and by afcribing to hima ‘* renown in the hiftory of 
< Hindoftan,”’ it muft have been intended to convey the conclufive opinion, that he inheritee 
his Sovereignty from a line of anceftors who held it before him. 


Both points are falfe in faét. Ally Mahmud was not the Sovereign of Cuttcher or Rohilcund, 
but the ufurper of that Province, which he originally acquired as a fervant of the Crown, and 
‘converted into an independency by repeated acts of rebellion again{t his lawful mafier and 


Sovereign ; and-his father, Daood Cawn (I think that was his mame) had no authority or 
footing in that country. 


2d. The fecond ‘pofition ftates in terms, the Province of Cuttcher to be the ** ancient 
“c eftates,’? and thé “* hereditary rights,” of Fyzoola Cawn, which I again ailert to be falfe 
in fact. “Thefe words are indeci borrowed: from tranflations of letters from I’ yzoola Cawn to 
Colonel Champion ; but I have doubts, which 1 havea right to exprefs, of the fidelity of the 
tranflation ; and even if it be genuine, it is but the affertion of Fyzoola Cawn himfelf in favour 
of his own caufe, which cannot be admitted in evidence of it; and ‘the evidence againft it 


abounds im:the records of: the Company, which are before this Honourable Houle, and on un- 
doubted noferiety. 


3d. In this pofition he is again; a third ‘time, ftated ** the undoubted heir of:his father’s 
« authority ;° which, as the chapter ittelf is entitled ‘** rights,’’ and thefe can only mean 
rights of which my conduct was a violation, is untruc in that fenfe of it. 


4th. This pofition ftates again (the 4th time) the country in queftion to be ‘* his ancient 
‘¢- pofieffions, the country of his father ;’? and +t ftates by implication that he was innocent 
of -ehe war ; yet the third pofition has admitted, that ** the Nabob Fyzoo!a Cawn, with fome 
& of his people, was prefent at the decifive battle of St. George, but efcaping from the flaugh- 
“© ter (a word alfo of falfe-infinuation) made his retreat good towards the mountains, with all 
‘© his treafure,’’? and ‘* there colleéted the icattered remains of his countrymen ;’’ that is, for 
fo jt was, ftill continued the war againft us in chief.—Both affertions cannot be truce. 


sth. ‘This ftates in terms, that I rejected a-fpecific offer, by which, if accepted, an amnual 
encreafe of near £.400,000 would have accrued to the revenue of our ally, and the immediate 
acquifition of £.300,cco to the Company, which is not true; for no confequences can be 
more remote from their premifes, than that the performance of fo extravagant an offir would 
have followed the acccptance of it, when it appears in proof before this Honourable Houfe, that a 
-moft facred engagement of the whole Rohilla tribe before the war, was infufficient to bind 


them 
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them to the payment of little more than half the fum which Fyzoola Cawn offered to pzy for 
the pofleffion of the country att r the war. In cfleét, the extravagance of the offer was a clear 
proof of the infincerity of the man who made it, and fo I treated ic. 


6th. ‘This feems to be a charge of deception; for it ftates, ** that fo great was the con- 
€c fidence of the Nabob Fyzoola Cawn in the juit, humane, and liberal feelings of Englifhmen, 

as to lull him into an inaétivity of the moft cfeneat detriment to his interefts ;”” and this effect 
is difplayed by a detail of what he might have done ; which the charge affirms ‘* would have 
enabled him certainly to baffle all purfuit, end probably to keep the Vizier in a ftate of 
% difquietude for the remainder of his life.” Now either it is infinuated by this {tate of faéts, 
that I, by fome aét or declaration, did deceive or /#// him (as it isexprefled) into this inactivity ; 
or it fimply affirms that he deceived himfelf. If the former is meant, I deny the fact; and it is 
refuted by the whole tenor of Colonel Champion’s correfpondence; if the latter, F yzoala 
Cawn only is to blame for the negle& of his own interefts. And why is this inferted in an 
accufation againft me? Why, but to miflead the unwary attention, by the artful involution 
of confequences dependant on another, with expectations that might be inferred to have arifen 
from me. As to the deception itfelf, from whomfoever it proceeded, fince I had no concern 
in it, I fhould be moft heartily glad of it, if it were really true, that it prevented him ‘* from 
& keeping the Vizier in a ftate of difquietude for the remainder of Fis life; for the Britifh 
interefts would have been equally injured and endangered by it ; and it was not my duty to awake 


the vigilance of an enemy in arms again{ft us, or to apprize him of the advantages of which he 
might avail himfelf to our detriment. 


7th. If I underftand this, it means that Colonel Champion’s propofal of peace with Fyzoola 
Cawn was eflentially necefflary to the reputation of the Britifh jufticc and humanity, which I 
facrificed by my hefitation to agree to it. I mav fafely deny this allegation, fince the firit 
propofition is not attempted to be proved; nor, if it were proved, would the latter follow as a 
confequence of it. We had certainly a right to continue our operations againft an enemy in 
actual war with us, if we could not agree on the conditions of accommodation. 


Sth. In this pofition the conduét of the Commander in Chief is decorated with all the gaudy 
epithets of panegyric, to make my charaéter appear the blacker by the contraft. I crave leave 
to quote the whole prflage as it ttands—‘* That in anfwer to fuch laudable with of the faid 
s< Commander in Chief, the Prefident (Warren Haftings) preferring his own prohibited plans 
of extended dominion to the mild, equitable, and wife policy inculcated in the ftanding orders 
of his Sup-riors, and now enforced by the recommendation of the Commander in Chief, did 
inftruct and defire him, the faid Commander in Chief, inftead of foliciting the Vizier te 
relinguifh his conqueft to Fyzoola Cawn, to difcourage it, as muchas it was in his power,” 
although the faid Haftings did not once exprefs, or even intimate, any doubt whateyer of the 
Nabob F}zoola Cawn’s innocence as to the origin of the war, or of his hereditary right te 
the territory which he claimed ; but to the faid pleas of the Nabob Fyzoola Cawn, as well 
as to the argument both of policy and juffice, advanced by the Commander in Chief, he the 
faid Haftinzs did folely oppofe certain /peculative objects of imagined expediency ; fumming up 


his decided rejection of the propofals made by the Nabob Fyzoola Cawn, in the following 
& remarkable words : 


co 


“<< With refpeé? to Fyzoola Cawn, he appears not to merit our confideration. The petty Sovereign- 
of a country eftimated at fix or eight lacks ought not for a moment to prove an impediment to any 
<< of our meafures, or to affett the confifiency of our condué.” 


To this complicated charge Iam compelled to make a larger reply than fuch as were:requireal 
by the preceding pfitions, as it involves a greater variety of matter, and fome foreign from 
the fubject. I prefume that the allufion here made to the fonding orders of the Company, pro- 
hibiting plans of extended dominion, and my difobedience to them, have no proper nlace in this 
char_.e, but belons exclufively to the firft article of the charge, namely, the Rohilla war; in 
my aniwer to which I have faid all that was neceflary for me to urge on the fubje&t. I have 
alfo endeavoured in the fame place to prove, and 1 think I have proved, both the juftice and 
policy of the war undertaken with the Rohillas. Thefe are points which I claim to be allowed 
me in the prefent char.., becaufe either they are already proved, or they muit operate to my 
condemnation throughout the whole courfe of the war, and cannot apply further than the general 
charge itielf to any part of my tranfactions with Fyzoola Cawn. But if the war was confiftent 
with the principle of juftice, it w's alfo allowable by the laws of war, and it became my duty, 
ío far as 1 was the director of it, to profecute it tothe attainment of its proteffled purpofes, or of 
others equivalent to them, or as nearly equivalent as I could obtain. ‘I he Commander in Chief 
was defirous of concluding a peace with Fyzoola Gawn, and leaving him in pofleffion of a part 
of the country for which we were contending. > I was of a different opinicn,; an opinion not 
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{peculative, as it is defcribed, but obligatory by the principies of confiftency, to which I have 
ever adhered as a primary rule of conduct, and by the terms to which L my felt had exacted the 
compliance of the INabob Sujah ul Dowlah, before I wouid fuffer the Company to be a party to 
the war, namely, that if we were once engaged in it, we fhould not detift ill we had accompiithed 
the total -reduétion of the country—as will be feen by my letter to the Nebob Sujah ul Dowlah, 
entered in Confultition of the 22d November, 1772, and in the pendix to tne fifth Report 
of the Sccret Committce, No.24. It was not neceiiary that I fhould change my criginal plan, 
bec2ufe the Commander in Chief recommended it, though this feems to be {tated as a crime 
avainft me. Neither was it neceflary for me, in a correfpondence with the Commander in 
Chief, then the executive officer of the Board, not joined in their deliberations, to entcr into a 
difcuffion of the original grounds of the war, or of the innocence of Fyzovia Cawn as to the 
Grizgin of it, or his rights of inheritance, though my filence on thefe points is ftated as an 
admiffion of them azainft myfelf. “he ufe that is made of my letter to Colonel Champion is 
an inftance of that unfair mode of quotation, of which I have already had too frequent occafion 
to complain in the other articles of the charge preferred againft me. I {hall therefore beg leave 
to trefpafs on the patience of this Honourable Houfe, ty inferting the letter at larze, by which 
they will judge for themfelvcs whether it deferves to be trcated as a mere “$ oppolition of certain 
« ipeculative objects of imagined expediency to arguments of policy and juftice.”’ 


‘To Colonel Champion, &c. 


‘$¢ Dear Sir, 


« I am now to reply to your letter dated the 28th of May. The following are my fentiments 
on.the propofitions which have been made to you by Abdureen Cawn on the part of Fyzoola 
Cawn: The firft is not to be liftened to; it would be a direét violation of our treaty with 
the Vizier. 


tc The fecond muft depend folely upon the Vizier; and if it is not agreeable to him, we 
could neither compel nor infift to his acceding to it. 


c The third is exactly the fame with the fecond, with the difference only of offering money 
to the Company for influencing the Vizier; for which reafon I would of the two prefer the 
fecond to the third, becaufe fuch an agreement muft become public, and a conduct of this 
kind would: breed perpetual diftruft in the Vizier againft every future advice we fhould 
give him. 


< Thefe are my particular obje€tions to the feveral propofitions; but I have one general 
objection to the whole of them, which is, that they are diametrically oppofite to the principle 
on which the Rohilla expedition was on our part undertaken, which was not merely on acccunt 
‘of the pecuniary acquifition of forty lacks of rupees to the Company; for although this 
might be an acceflary argument, it was by no means the chief object of the undertaking. 


.*© We engaged to affift the Vizier in reducing the Rohilla country under his dominion, that 
the boundary of his poflefhons might be compleated, by the Ganges forming a barrier to cover 
them from the attacks and infults to wh.ch they were expofed by his enemies, either pofleffing or 
having accefs to the Rohilla country ; this our alliance with him, and the neceffity of maintain- 
ing this alliance, fo long as he and his fucceflors fhaJl deferve our protection, rendered advan- 
taycous to the Companv’s intereit, becaufe the fecurity of his pofleffions from invafions in that 
quarter is in fa&t the fecurity of ours. But if the Rohilla country is delivered to Fyzoola 
Cawn, the advantages propofed from this meafure will be total!y defeated ; the fame objections 
from the Vizier will take place againft him as againft Hafez Rhamut; he will be attuated by 
the fame principles of felf-defence, and the fame impreffions of tear, to fcek the protection of 
other powers againft the Vizier, and of courfe will create the fame jealoufies and fufpicions in 
the mind of the Vizier, with the additional and ftrong incentive to a mutual animofity, of an 
€normous debt, which probably Fyzoola Cawn will find no other means to get clear of, but by 
engaging in hoftilities againft the Vizier. 


< I cannot fubfcribe to your opinion of the Vizier being unable to maintain pof{cffion of the 
conquered country; it is at leaft certain that there is a much greater probability -of bis main- 
taining pofieffion of it, fupported by the refources of his hereditary dominions, and the credit 
of the Englifh protection, even without our aćłual intervention, than that Fyzocla Cawn 
could maintain the poffeflion of it; a man uf no repute, without natural power or interett, 
and 
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and unprovided with every means of felf-defence. The Board undertook the Rohillaexpedition 
on a firm conviction, both thatthe Vizier would be able to maintain his conqueit of it, and that 
it would make his other dominions more defcatible for the reafon before afligned; and with re- 
fpect to myfclf, I declare, that if I had not been morally certain of the juftnei{s of this reafoning 
I would not have confented tu enter upon the enterprize at all. 


< Upon the whole, my opinion is, that inftead of foliciting the Vizier torclinquifh kis con- 
queft to Fyzoola Cawn, every argument fhould be ufed to difiuade him from fuch an intention, 
and itis my defire that you wil difcouraze it as much as is in your power. I make no 
doubt but, from the explanation L have given, you will be convinced both of the propriety 
of adhering to the principles laid down, and the neceffity of acting with confiftency. Excufle 
me for adding, that if we fuffir our attention to be drawn off from our grand and principle de- 
fign by every adventitious allurement that may prefent itfelf, our conduct muft prove defultory, 
aud we can adhere to no regular plan, nor propofe any certain end to our purfuits. 


< ‘You mention the neceffity the Vizier will be under of conftantly having a brigade of our 
troops-with him, as an argument againft his retaining the Rohilla country, which you have 
repeated in feveral of your letters, but I fhould be forry to regard tùis circumftance in that light. 
It has always been my wifh, it wasa principal reafon affigned by the Board to the Court cf 
Directors for our joint undertaking with the Vizier, that a third part of our army fhould be con- 
{tantly employed in his country; becaufe it would „keep them from lofing difcipline and 
vigour by inaction, would prove an encouragement to the officers and foldiers, would fave 
the <ompany a very confiderable expence, and perpetuate the dependence of the Vizier 
upon our alliance, ‘This circumftance therefore cannot operate as an objection, fince it 
B a Sii advantage propofed by the adminittration to refult from the meafures they have 
adopted. 


<< If it would have had any weight againft the extenfion of the Vizier’s territory, it 
would have prevented the undertaking entirely, and precluded you from the prefent command, 
and the honour you have acquired in it. IL cannot fuppofe that you mean the reafoning 
which you have at prefent adopted on this fubjeét as a reproach to the Board for having. 
formed a defign which, by your argument, muft defeat itfelf, even with all the fuccefs 
that could attend it; but it is aftonifhing that this confideration fhould have efcaped you, 
fince, by the frequent reiteration of this argument, you have undoubéedly been cafting the 
fevereft reflections on the meafures of government, which, right or wroag, we muit now 
maintain, and which I ftill think founded on the foundeft policy, and I truft that the event will 
prove them fo. 


< The Seiks are at two great adiftancc, and too much engaged in their own affairs, to give 
any material or lafting oppofition tothe Vizier; nor are the Mahrattas likely to get freed from 
their own internal divifions, or the effecéts of them, foon enough to renew their pretenfions in 
the next feafon. But even although the reafon for expecting a junétion of the Seiks and 
Mabhrattas with Fyzoola Cawn were well founded, neither this alarm on the one hand, nor the 
temptation of the 8o lacks on the other, ought to have a moment’s influence with us to deviate 
from the line prefcribed for the undertaking. 


«< With refpec&t to Fyzoola Cawn, he appeared not to merit our confideration. “The 
petty fovercign of a country, eltimated at fix or cight lacks, ought nat. for a moment to prove 
an impediment to any of our meafures, or to affect the confiitency of our canduét. I own 
it was my original wifh, that the King, or Nudjiff Cawn on his part, fhould have been 
included in the participation which has aétually taken place of the Rohilla dominions, as ic 
would quicken the iffue of the war, obviate one fource of competition, and ftill keep up the 
conneétion of intereft between us and the King, and between the King and his Vizier. Bus 
my next wifh was, and is, that the King and Vizier might be iaauced to accede to a new par- 
ticipation, by an exchange of thc Doab, to be given to the King in lieu of the territory of 
Zebita Cawn. 


< If my memory does not deceive me, this plan was recommended by me tothe Vizier in 
_perfon, when the Rohilla expedition was firit concerted at Benares, and I own, I with it to 
take place; this you will obferve is but a confequence of the original principle af completing the 
boundaty of the Vizier’s dominions.” 


I fhall not take up more of the time of the Honourable Houfe on this letter than to obferve that 
an accommodation of a different kind from that which was urged by Colonel Champion, did foon 
after take place, and that the Vizier’s dominions ever tince have continued in a {tate of uninter- 

rupted 
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rupted peace, except from its internal difturbances; which I adduce as a proof both that the 
Rohilla war did completely fulfil my predi€tion of its effects, and that I was as well grounded in 
my perfeverence in rejecting the propofal of placing it again under the charge of that dangerous 
tribe, which we had fo.happily expelled from it. Yet are we indebted entirely to the 
pacific dulpofition of Fyzoola Cawn, his infirm habit of body, and his laudable purtuits of 
hufbandry, to which he has entirely devoted himfelf, for the quiet which the Nabob of 
Owde has enjoyed on a quarter fo vulnerable; for fmall as that territory is, the chief of 
it may at all times invade the dominion of the Nabob of Owde, with an effect proportioned 
to the force with which it is attempted, and with an affurance of impunity in the laft retort, 
from the unknown woods and mountains which lie behind it. The time may yet come, and 
that not far diftant, which fhall verify this defcription of the relative fituation of the two 
countries. 


oth. This pofition affirms, that in the violent and arbitrary pofition afcribed to the quotation 
. made as above from my letter, ‘* I did avow it to beza public principle of my government, that 
“© no right however maniff, and no innocence, however unimpeached, could entitle the weak to our 
s< protection againft others, or fave them from our own active endeavours for their oppreffion 
“© and even extirpation, fhouid they interfere with our notions of political expediency.” I dare 
not truft myfelf to comment on this extraordinary affertion, but appeal to the candour and juftice 
of this Honourable Houfe to derermine, whether any words ufed by me iu that letter on which 
itis profefledly grounded, or whether, in all the compofitions I have ever written, and which 
are before the Honourable Houfe, 1 have ever been guilty of a fentiment fo profligate as my ac- 
cufer has herein imputed to me, without ever deigning to fpecify the words which he has ftamped 
with fo wicked a conftruction. 


roth. This pofition affirms, that I wrote a private letter to the Commander in Chief, dated 
the 16th of September, ** without the confent or knowledge of my colleagues,” contradictory 
of a letter written eight days before by them, &c. Were this aflertion true, yet as my letters 
to Colonel Champion had no force of authority, I was guilty of no crime in writing them,- 
though they were not written without the confent or knowledge of my colleagues; but the fact 
is, that I did write the letter which my profecutor has noticed as defective in this fuppoied for- 
mality, with the knowledge of my colleagues; the very next letter followingit in the appendix of 
the sth report of the Seciet Committee, No. 27, is a letter from.the Seleét Committee (my 
colleagues, dated the next day after mine, and beginning with thefe words: ‘** Tne Prefident has 
<< Jaid before us your letter to him under date the 26th of Auguft, with the reply which heim- 
«c mediately difpatched to it, and which perfectly agrees with our fentiments,”” This reply was 
my letter in queftion. 


Neither was my letter contradi€tory of that of the Select Committee, dated the 8th of the fame 
month; for beth expreffed a hope of accommodation, but mine urged a vigorous proiecution of 
the war; asthe means of effecting it. 


ryth. I cannot underftand this; perhaps the following reply may meet the fenfe of it:— 
‘The Nabob Vizier, by the original terms of our engagement, was to dictate the fervice to 
be performed, and we were to perform it. It is ftri€tly confiltent with the real, not ‘* ideal, 
obligations of dignity and honour,” to diétate the conditions of peice to an enemy, rather 
than to receive them. I thank -God I have never degraded my country’s dignity and 
honour by adopting any other rule. As to ‘** the fubftantial claims of juftice,” I know 
not what is meant by them; but.furely all claims of juftice are abrogated by a ftate of actual 
wer. l 


12th. This is mere declamation; but as it afcribes to me, without fpecific grounds, 
< an ultimate adherence to principles of viclence and injuftice, difgraceful to the cha- 
< raéter, and injurious to the interefts of the nation,” I have aright to affirm it, as I know it 
“© to be utterly falfe. 


From the preceeding fpecimen, this Honourable Houfe will judge of the unwarrantable 
ticence which my accufer has afflumed in his reflections upon my conduct ; and of the intolerable 
length: to which it would lead me, were Ito follow it in the fame accurate manner througlt all 
the remaining pofitions of the charge, feventy-nine in number, of which I have only anfwered 
twelve, which are the number in the firft divifion. I fhall now proceed to offer a cofineéted 
narrative of all my proceedings, or to fpeak more properly, the proceedings of the Governor 
General and Council (for I had no exclufive fhare in them) with the Nabob Fyzoola Cawn, 
from the conclufion of the treaty with him at Lall-Dang, on the 6th of October, 1774, to the 
clofe òf my adminiftration. 


From 
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From the month of O@ober, 1774, to the latter end of February, 1778, we had no refe- 
rence made to us rela.ive to Fyzoola Cawn; but on the 25th of February, 1778, we received 
a letter from Mr. Middleton, in which he informed us, that reports had prevailed at Lucknow, 
that Fyzoola Cawn retained in bis fervice a greater body of troops than were {pecified in the 
treaty of 1774, and that he had given proteétion and encouragement to Zabitta Cawn’s defeated 
army. Mr. Middicton, in the fame letter, told us, that he did not pay much attention to thefe, 
reports; but added, that the Nabob’s oppreffive and unjuft condu&,-in various inftances, might 
induce ryzoola Cawn to form conneétions, and to engage in fchemes incompatible with ti 
duty and alfegiance to the Vizier. Mr. Middleton alfo informed us, that Fyzoola Cawn was: 
very defirous ro obtain the guarantee of the Company to the treaty which he had concluded 
with the late Vizier. Upon this fubje&t I had had repeated applications from him; but the gua- 
rantee appeared to me unneceflary, except as it would afford great fatisfaĉ&tion to Fyzoola Cawn; 
for our government muft have interfered, if the Nabob Vizier had attempted to encroach upon 
the rights which Fyzoola Cawn enjoyed under his treaty with the Vizier. 


Mr. Middleton deputed Mr. D. Barwell to Rampore, the refidence of Fyzoola Cawn. Mr. 
Barwell tranfmitted to Mr. Middleton a very particular account of Fyzoola Cawn’s condu&, 
which appeared to have been in no inftance contrary to his engagements; and in the month of 
April his treaty with the Nabob Vizier was guaranteed by the Company, agreeably to his ear- 
neit and reiterated requefts: by whofe fuggeftions doubts were inftilled into the mind of Fyzoola 
Cawn, as to the validity of the treaty which Colonel Champion had witneffed, I know not; 
but I am equally at a lofs to difcover in what part of the tranfa€tion which I have juft detailed 
I am culpable. 


On the sth of December, 1778, Mr. Middleton informed us, that Fyzoola Cawn had 
offered a body of two thoufand horfe to be employed in our fervice. Of this number not more 
than five hundred were at dny time furnifhed by Fyzoola Cawn, and thofe were employed to 
guard Rohilcund from an invafion, which in the firft inftance would have affeé&ted Fyzoola 
Cawn, as his country lay the moft expofed to the ravages of an enemy. For this voluntary 
offer Fyzoola Cawn deferved and received my thanks. He was under no engagement to furnifh 
us with a fingle man, nor did I ever demand a man from him— Why then does my accufer con- 
found this with the fubfequent demand which was made upon him by the Vizier, ‘at the recom- 
mendation of the Governor General and Council? It is true, the Board accepted Fyzoola 
Cawn’s offer; but it is equally true, that Fyzoola Cawn never did fulfil it, nor ever fend more 
than the five hundred horfe which have been mentioned. - 


Until the 27th of September, 1780, no meafures relative to Fyzoola Cawn were propofed ; 
and I defire this Honourab!e Houfe will be fo good as to confider what our actual fituation was 
at that period. We were engaged in a war with the Mahrattas—Hyder Ally Cawn had over- 
run the Carnatic—had defeated Colonel Bailie’s detachment—and Sir Hector Monro had been 
obliged to retreut to Madras—a Mahratta army lay contiguous to the fourhern frontier at Ben- 
gal—and atthe fame inftint of time we received intelligence that a very confiderable armament 
had been fitted out by France, which did in fa& arrive upon the coaft of Coromandel in the 
month of January following. I propofed meafures for the immediate relief of Madras. ‘Troops 
and money were fent, and Sir Eyre Coote confented, on that momentous and important occa- 
fion, to take the command of the army at Madras. Before his departure, the Board requefted 
his feritiments as to the difpofition of our forces for the defence’ of Bengal, and the dominions 
of our ally the Nabob Vizier; for on their fecurity the exiftence of our empire in India 
depended. I beg leave to read Sir Eyre Coote’s Minute, in confequence of this application 
to him. 


«c The very accurate and juft defcription which the Governor General has given of the danger 
e which at prefent impends the intercfts of the Britith nition in India, [-am-perfuaded will 
<< have the fame influence upon the mind of every other Member of the Board as it has had 
<< upon mince, and tend to produce that freeiom of deliberation, concord, and unanimity in 
“© our Councils, fo necefiary for the public good. In full confidence that no other view can 
< exiit amonyit us, I with the greater chcarfulnefSs undertake that part of the fervice which 
«< falls to the lot of the ftation 1 fill; and relying on the fapport'of the Board therein, moft 
<: readjly repofe my military character and credit in their hands. 


<< In egnformity to the requeft mede at the clofe of the Governor General’s Minute, I now 
ec deliver in a ftate of our force on this eftablifhment, and of the difpofition propofed to be made 
‘© of is for the protection of thefe provinces, and the relief of Madras.” 


4 T Sir 
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Sir Evre Coote, in this Minute, recommended to us to apply to Chey? Sing for the fervice 
of a body of horfe to cover the province of Babar, and that Robtiicund fheald be defended by a 
battalion of fepoys, a thoufand of the Vizier’s nfantry, and as many of Fyzeula Cawn’s troop: 
as could be procured. The Board unanimouf y adomted Sir Evre Coote’s fUntiments. The other 
Members were Mr. Francis, Mr. Wheler, and myfeif, In the following month (Oétober) Sir 
Eyre Coote embarked for Madras, with a larze fuvply of treafure, and a dtrons detachm it of 
Europeans. On the 28th of October, 178 , the Board received a letter trom General Stiv ert, 
enclofing the following letter from Major Lrifcoe to Sir Ey1e Coote, which in nis abfenc:. Ge- 
‘meral Stibbert had opened. 


From Major Brifcoe to Sir Eyre Coote. 


Daranagur, the 1ft of October, 1780. 


sOn my being appointed to, and taking the command at Daranagur, I was not honoured 
*< with any inftruéctions from you refp<ccting the Nabob Fyzoola Cawn’s treops; ! have only 
=< sa0 of his ‘horfe, and the Nabob in his a.reemene with Government is obliged ta keep up 
€* 5,000 troops for F Aing in the cefernce ef Rohileund <A few months .no hree Laitalions 
“* were fiationcd -here with Colene! Murr, befide a body of the Nabob Fyzocia Cow's cav lrys 
s and they were wcll emp': yc, and hed cnough to do in protecting the country ir. invelion. 
s“ The command is gre. tly sduerc ore battalion taken away. and Fyzocla Cawn-has not 
<< afforded more than 500 men ur -< T nive been here, which is a great dea! toc fnail a force 
<c from him, as I acquainted you, in my former letters, two battalions was too fmull a com- 
é mand to defend Rohilcund teem invaSon.”’ 


With this letter, General Stibbert wres to the Board, onthe 28th of Odtuber, +780, as 
-as follows: 


<£ I prefume that ona perufal of the Major’s letter, the neceffity of prefing both the Vivier 
« and Fyzeola Cawn to contribute cite€tually to the relief of the Rohileund will ver fail to 
€ appear to the Board.” 


The letters from Major Brifcoe and General stitbert were taken into confideraticon on the ad 
of Novemher, the Members orefeut b:ing Mr. brencis. M:e Whee, ound mij feit; and it was 
agreed, without any debate or differnt, as a marter of co. 7, 46 that tls Gevernor (Sener al be 
<c requefted to write to the Nabob Vivier, wcommencing te “um te itarate from Fyzaola 
<< Cawn the quota of troops ftipuiatd by tho tresty to tv tuin fhed by che larter fer his fervice, 
* being 5,000 horfe, to be put under the immedi. ce cominand of Licuienene Colonel Muir at 


< Futtigur.” 


In confequence of this una..imous Refelution of the B..a.d. I wrote to the Niuhob Vizier, 
who applied to Fyzoola Cawn, ard traniimmitte!d tome the vuiwes which be received to this 
application. The anfwer is ce:tainly cvifive and umiatisfacivry. Fyzocla Cawn ttated that 
1,000 of his horfe were with Major Britcoc, alenough in fest he ne er hed more than §co. 
With refpe& to the treaty itfelf, 1 do freely confefs that. in eo-mn.on v ith the ethe: Nicmvers 
of the Board, I conceived that Fyzocla Cawn was obliged by tre:ty o banii §,coo heite in 
time of war, infteazd of ** two or 3,000 men, accorciny to his ability; which are the words 
of the treaty. 


I muft obferve, that the “sag? was fo loofely worded as to be open te cavil and difpute, and 
every part of it liable to rriiconftructions : but tn juftice to the other gecilemen who compotvad 
the Council, as weil as to myfelf, I defire to obferve, that we had at that time a vaticty of meit 
prefiing and important bufinefs before us; nor can i now conccive }uw we could commit fo. 
palpable an error, -unie‘s, inthe hurry of bufinefs, with Major Britcocs ictter lying befere us, 
which ftated that the Matob Fyzoola Cawn is obliged to kcep up 5,cco troops, we adopr d his 
affertion as a fact, without confideration or debate, and immediately acted upon it. A Member 
of this Honourable Houfe, Mr, Francis, was at that time one of myc. ivagucs.—] would 
defire to call upon him to ftate what he can recc llect upon this part of the Cuarge, 


Upon the receipt of the Nabob Vizier’s letter, on the 15th of February, 1781, I propofed, 
< That a depuiation to Fyzoola Cawn fhould be immediately reconimended to be (nt by the 
s Nabob Vizicr, avcompanied by an Agent from Mr. Middleton, in behalf of our Government, 
t< as guarantees, end that in prefence of proper witnefics, they fhould deniand imuahediate deli- 
* very of 3,000-cavalry; and if he fhould cyade, or refufe compliance, that the deputies fhevid 
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uciiver a formal proteft acainft him for breach of treaty, and return, making their report te 


= 


<< the Vizier, which Mr. Middleton was to tranfmit to the Board.” 


in confequence of this Refolution, Mr. Johnfon was deputed to Fyzoola Cawn 3 andon the 
1ft of April, 1781, he wrote to Mr. Middleton, ftating various points in which Fyzoola Cawh 
had broke his treaty with the Vizier: that pirticulatky, as he was precłuded by treaty from 
keeping more than 5,cco Rohillus in his dift:idts, there were in Rampore alone not lefs than 
20,000 Rohilla foldiers ; and that the excefs of Fyzoola Cawn’s revenue beyond what he was 
allowed by treaty, lay in a fraudulent valuation at the time of the grant, and-did not proceed 
from the improvements in his collections. In a fecond letter from ‘Rampore, Mr. Johnfon 
informed Mr. Middleton that Fyzoola Cawn had given a flat e<fufai to the demand of 3-000 
cavalry; that he therefore, in compliance with the orders of the Beard, drew up and delivered 
to Fyzoola Cawn a formal proteft, which was witnefled by Major Balfour. 


BF ezoola Cawn faid, the treaty fpecified ‘no definite number of cavalry or infantry, only ex- 
prefling troops ; that he would furnifh 2,0co horfe and 1,coo foot, and-one year’s pay in ad- 
varce.—Nir. Johnfon’s letters were tranimitved to us, accompanied by a letter from the Natob 
Vizier, urging us to confent to the refumption of Fyzoola Cawn’s jaghire, and that he fhould 
‘receive. the amount of it in money, after deducting the expence of the troops he was eng2zed 
to furnifh. 


On thefe letters the Board came to no determination. I myfe!f moved. on the day they 
were read, in June 1781, ** That a final Refolution on the fubjeét of the above letter, and the 
<: papers accompanying it, be fufpended to another-occafion ;” and it was-agreed to, 


On the roth of September, 1781, I concluded an -agrcement with the Nabob Vizier at 
Chunar. Ac this time the rebellion at Benares was fcarcely quelled, its confequences uncer- 
tain, and the province unfettled. Violent commotions, excited by this example, ftill prevailed 
‘In many parts cf the Viz:c’?s dominions. A fincere and cordial union between his government 
and ours, and even the moit pubiic indication of it, were neceflary to the.peace and profperity, 
ari +3 I helicved, to the exiltence of both; I was, therefore, more than ordinarily folicitous 
botl to contribute to his means of power and wealth, and to confirm his confidence in my 
attachment; nor was I without a feeling of gratitude for the recent proofs which he had given 
me of his atta: hment to me and to my government, in the precipitate manner in which he had 
flown to offe- me, and to afford me, if wanted, his affiftance. I was determined to gratify him 
in every point which could be with propriety and with confiftency granted. Here, too, I muft 
add, that 1 ffiil retained the impreffion of Fyzoola Cawn’s refufal to furnifh the military aid 
fiipulated by his treaty, and I maintain that I was warranted in confidering it an evafion, if 
not a breach of his treaty; fince, though our demand had exceeded the letter of the treaty, 
we had an undoubred claim (I mean the Vizier under our guarantee, for in this inftance we 
were one) to fome affiftance, and he had cluded it altogether. Befides this, I had for fome 
time pait received various and repeated informations of treacherous intrigues, and other aéts 
imputed to him; to which, though I refufed that degree of credit which might have impelled 
mic to any decided act againft him, yet I certainly yielded fo far to the belief, as to feek to 
guard myfclf by every poffible means of caution and preparation againft what might eventually 
happen. When, therefore, the Nabob prefented to me the paper of requifitions, which, by 
my afient to them afterwards, formed what has been ftyled the engagements ef Chunar, the de- 
mand to be allowed to refume the jaghire of Fyzoola Cawn being one of them, I afferited to it, 
as l did to the reft; but in fuch a manner as to referv@ the rights of furthér examination, 
and of indefinite fufpenfion, until the grounds of proceeding to the agg portended in the 
‘claufe mere fufficienthy afcertained. In this nicety of difcrimination, I defired the Nabob te 
infert the words, ** when time fhall fuit,” into the requifition, which was abfolute in the firit 
‘draft of it; and with that qualification of it I affented to it. That this was ‘my intention, is 
demonftrared by the declaration made of it to the Board, in the annexed obfervations on the 
‘engagement when I tran{mitted them immediately after the full report of my tranfactions with 
the Nabob Vizier, which terminated with it. My words will better demonftrate this than any 
Teafoninz upon them. l 


After ftating the fpecific inftances of fufpeéted fidelity, which had appeared in the behaviour 
of Fyzoola Cawn, I-concluded my obfervation with the following fentence: ‘* But I am of 
“* opinion, that neither the Vizier’s nor the Company’s interefts would be promoted by de- 
“< priving Fyzoola Cawn of his independency; and I have therefore referved the execution of 
“© this agreement to an indefinite term, and our government -may always interpofe to prevent 
* any ill effects from it.” 


#ience 
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Hence it is plain, that no wrong, no fubftantial wrong, was either done or intended to Fy- 
zoola Cawn; and that if I can be fuppofed to have been actuated by any fecret motive of enmity 
to him, I had effectually precluded myfelf from gratifying it, by a declaration fo explicitly 
made, that it was contrary to the interefts both of the Nabob and the Company (for fuch is 
the confequent fenfe of it) to deprive Fyzoola Cawn of his independency. 


Had my conduét in this inftance been arraigned at the time, while the fenfe of recent pro- 
vocation, the gathered alarms around me, and the confcioufnefs of internal rectitude, had pof- 
feifion of my mind, I would have juftified the act again the judzment of all mankind, if that 
had condemned it. In the calmer reflection on events, which have loft by time their hold on 
the paffions (though few, I hope, have been the inftances in which mine have prevailed over 
my judgment) and to which fubfequent events have given a different colour, J am not afhamed 
to acknowledge, tnat the act itfelf was formally wrong, and yet more than formally, as it might 
become a precedent for worie purpofes.—If this Honourable Houfe fhall judge that L deferve its ` 
cenfure for an error thus avowed, I {hall refpectfully fubmit to it. : 


After the Vizier had returned to Lucknow, in the courfe of the year 1782, I received repeated 
complairts from the Nabob, and from the Refident, againft Fyzoola Cawn; but I refitted 
every application that was made to me for depriving him of his jaghire; and when I appointed 
Mr. Briftow to the Refidency of Owde, I gave nim explicit initructions on the fubject of Fy- 
zoola Cawn, which will prove, beyond a world of argument, how careful I was to avoid a 
rupture with him. I defire to enter them entire, and to contraft them with the garbled quo- 
tation of them in the Charge. 


« Mr. Middleton has written to the Board, that Fyzoola Cawn has been making preparations 
«c for entering on open hoftilities wich the Nabob Vizier, and combining other pertons againft 
<< him. 1 fufpectthe information; but prudence requires to be prepared again{t the pofipility 
« of fuch an event. It is poffible, that the Vizier’s apparent weaknefs may have excited Fy- 
<< zoola Cawn to form fuch a defign ; it is more probable, that he has been driven to it by the 
‘© public declarations and menaces both of the Refident and the Minifter. I have written a 
«c jetter to him, fuch as I think bcft calculated to divert him from any fuch undertaking, by 
< affurances of the favourable difpofition of this Government towards him, while he fhall not 
< have forfeited it by any improper conduct; and by ftating to him the fatal confequences 
« which mutt attend his defection. That letter you will perhaps receive earlier than I {hall be 
« able to put you in poffeffion of thefe inftructions. I fhall only add upon this head, that you 
« muft be guided by your own difcretion in whatfoever relates to it; but be careful to prevent 
s% the Nabob’s affairs from being involved with new difficulties, while he has already fo many 
* to opprefs him.” : 


My accufer ftates, That ‘* in my inftructions to Mr. Briftow, I did Icave him to be guided by 
«t his own difcretion ;? but (I add) ‘*. be careful to prevent the /7z/er’s affairs from being involved 

in new difficulties, whilft he has already fo many to opprefs him;’’ thereby plainly hinting at 
fome more décilive meafures, whenever the Vizier fhould be lefs opprefled with difficulties. 


How my accufer can infer, from the words of a prohibition, my concealcd intention of autho- 
rizing the thing which I had prohibited, or what right he has to be the interpreter of. my 
thoughts, much lefs to prefs them to bear evidence againft me, I know not. I refer to the 
extraét which I have given of my igttru€tions for the full interpretation of my real intention, 
and, as I truft, for a full refutation of fo groundlefs a Charge. 


Mr. Briitow, in confequence of my inftru€tions, advifed the Nabob Vizier to concert and 
form a new and permanent agreement with the Nabob Fyzcola Cawn, which might obviate all 
future figns of jealoufy and diftruft; and on the 30th of December, 1782, Mr. Buiiftow 
informed the Board, that he had deputed Major Palmer to Fyzocla Cawn with infiructions for 
conduéting, on the part of the Nabob Vizicr, a formal arrangement with Fyzoola Cawn. In 
the fame letter, Mr. Briftow ftates, ** That Fyzooia Cawn nad not inftruéied his Vakeel to 
‘* agree to grant any pecuniary aid tothe Vizier, and that he wifhed to evade granting military 
«c aid to the. Vigier at any-diitance from bis own country.”—Mr. Briftow adds, That + Fy- 
‘© goola Cawn has derived fecurity, honour, and advantage from his «onneétion with she 
‘© Vizier’s government, and thinks he would hardly attempt to create diftutbances, as he conid 
és not be benefired by a change.” —But he adds, Tnat ‘* jealoufies are linviv to fubdtiit, while 
«c. Fyzoola Cawn may pofi fs the means of bringing 20,000 men into the ficld.” 
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I beg leave to continue the narrative, by infcrting Major Palmer’s letters, containing an ac, 
count of the commencement and conclulion of his negocivtion. ‘Chele will, | am confident 
convey to this Honourable Houfe a very different idea of my conduct refpecting Fyzoola Cawn’ 
than that with which the partial quotations from thefe letters, which my accufer has inferted in 
he charge, are calculated to imprecís them. | 


Copy of a letter from Major William Palmer, to Mr. John Briftow, Refident at the Vizier’s 
Court, dated the 24th Jannary, 1783. 


<¢ Since my laft, advifing you of my arrival at this place, I have had daily conferences with 
the cldeft fon of the Nabob Fyzoola Cawn, in which every point of mifunderftanding and 
complaint between the Vizier and Fyzoola Cawn have been fully difcufled, and the fentiments 
of the Board and the Vizier relating thereto, and their defire of removing them, and of fixing 
the fovereignty of the Vizier, and the dependance of Fyzoola Cawn, upon an unequivocal and 


permanent footing, clearly explained. 


«< Fyzoola Cawn perfifts in denying the infringement on his part of any one article in the 
treaty, or the neglect of any oblization which it impofes upon him. He does not admit of 
the improvements reported to be made in his Jaghire ; and even afferts that the collections this 
year will fall fhort of the original jumma, by reafon of a long drouvht. He denies having 
exceeded the limited number of Rohillas in his fervice, and having :efufed the required aid of 
cavalry made by Mr. Johnfon to aét with General Goddard. He oblerved refpecting the 
charge of waving the Vizier’s requifition for the cavalry lately ftationed at Daranagur to be 
ftationed at Lucknow, that he is not bound by treaty to maintain a ftationary force for the 
fervice of the Vizier, but to fupply an aid of 2 or 3,000 troops in time of war. Laftiy, he 
afferts, that fo far from encouraging the Ryots of the Vizier to fettle in his Jaghire, it has been 
his conftant praétice to deliver them up to the Aumil of Rohilcund whenever he could difcover 


' them. 


<< It is very difficult, if not impracticable*in my fituation, to obtain fuch information as might 
enable me to affign the degree of credit to which thefe denials and afitertions of Fyzoola Cawn 
are entitled. From general appearances, as well as univerfal report, it cannot be doubted that 
the jumma of his Jaghire is greatly encreafed beyond the original grant. Tne number of 
Rohillas in Rampore alone certainly excec:ls that limited by the treaty for his fervice. It is not 
clearly expreffed whether the reftriction included Rohillas of all defcriptions ; but fuch was ap- 
parently the meaning of the late Vizier in the firft treaty, fince he required Fyzoola Cawn te 
fend all above that number beyond the Ganges; and it is fufficiently known, that every 
Rohilla in his Jaghire, however occupied in ordinary, would appear in arms for the defence of 
Fyzoola Cawn, by whomfoever he might be attacked. But it does not appear that their 
numbers are formidable, or that he could by any means fubfiit fuch numbers as could caufe any 
ferious alarm to the Vizier; neither is there any appearance of their entertaining any views 
beyond the quiet poffeffion of the advantages which they at pretent enjoy. 


< With refpeét to the encreafe of jumma, although it has been folemnly relinquifhed by the 
Vizier, yet the conceffion having been gratuitous, fo great a favour fhould certainly operate 
upon Fyzooloo Cawn in a new and durable accommodation, propofed as much for his fecurity 


as for the intereft of the Vizier. 


< Kyzoola Cawn feems to be fully fenfible that an engagement to furnifh military aid, 
however clearly the conditions might be ftated, muft be a fource of perpetual mifunderftanding 
and inconveniencies, and he is very defirous of the remiffion of that ftipulation for a compen- 
fation in money. But he and I differ widely in our idea of the equivalent to which the Viz:er 
would be entitled for it. He offers only five lacks of rapees altogether; and { have given him 
my opinion, that the Vizier may reafonably demand that fum annually: but objections, or rather 
a refufal, fo itrong was made to any continual payments, that I um convinced he would rifk 
any extremity rather than yield to it. I was, however, defired to name a fum to be paid at 
once, in lieu of an annual demand: I mentioned twenty lacks of rupees us the leaft fum which 
I t ought the Vizier entitled to, or that he would accept for the propofed conceflidn. I have not 
et been informed of Fyzoola Cawn’s refolution upon this propofition; but if he rejects it, [I 
fhall h :ve no further hopes of efieciing fuch an accommodation is will be coniiftent with the 
interefts and di_nity of the Vizier, or che views of our Government, and fhall return immedi- 


ately to Lucknow. x 
A true copy. 


(Signed) JOHN BRISTOW, 
Refident at the Vizier’s Court.”’ 
a U From 
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From Major Palmer to Mr. Haftings. 
€ Sir, 


€: Ihave at length come toa final agreement with Fyzoola Cawn, for the remiffion of the 
military aid which he is bound to furnifh the Vizier. This is the only propofition upon which 
he was willing to treat; and I am well pleafed to have efcaped the dangers of fo important a 
negociation as that of ceding the Vizier’s fovercignty and property in this valuable Jaghire. [| 
am at a lofs to conjecture what can be Fyzoola Cawn’s real motives for declining an acqui- 
fition of fuch magnitude. The reafon he has affigned to me I cannot credit— it is an inability 
to advance the pefhcufh. I demand only thirty lacks for this important ccflion, in which 
every other would have been included, and he has given fifteen for the fingle one above-men- 
tioned. 1 look back with felf-gratulation on my offer having been rcjected. I fhould have 
incurred much cenfure and fufpicion if he had accepted it, from thofe who do not know the 
rea] {tate of things, and the lib-ral principles upon which your Board recommended the ceffion. 
Tere are no preccdents, in the ancient ufages of the country, for afcertaining the nuzzerana 
or Pefhcufh of grants of this nature ; they were beftowed by the Prince as rewards or favours ; 
and the accuftomary prefents in return were adapted to the dignity of the donor, rather than 
the value of the gift, to which it never, | believe, bore any kind of proportion. In my demand, 
I endeavoured to reconcile this practice with the objeét which the Board had in view, of fome 
indemnification to the Vizier ; and when you know that the chief claim, upon which it was 
fuppofed the Vizier had a right to compenfation, was not formed, I am perfuaded that you will 
approve my conduct; I mean the ads antases wiich it was alledged Fyzoola Cawn had derived 
from the labours of the Vizicr’s ryots. I believe I have already informed you, that he has 
proved to me the error of this fupp “tion, by producing receipts of various dates, and for great 
numbers of thofe people, furrendered upon requifition from the Vizier’s officers. 1 trouble you 
with this vindication, left it fhould be infinuated that I had an intention to facrifice the Vizier’s 
intereft, but only wanted opportunity to carry it into execution ; and befides, I think it as 
indifpenfable to you for my intentions as for my aétions. 


“© ‘The fum which I have accepted for relinquifhing the ftipulated aid will, I think, be thought 
an ample equivalent for {fuch precarious fervice. J think myfelf that I have made an excellent 
baréain for the Vizier; and, at the fame time, I believe Fyzoola Cawn is perfeétly fatisfied, 
fince I have fpent a month, in order to effe&t by argument and perfuafion what I could have 
obtained in an hour by threats and compulfions. 


+ ‘The money is to be paid by the following .inftalments ; five lacks in fpecie to be delivered 
to me upon figning the releafe; five lacks at the commencement of the next Kuriof harveft; two 
Jacks at the following Rubby ; and the remaining three lacks at the Kuriof enfuing. 


<c ‘The fpecie is Barelly rupees of uncertain value, becaufe fluctuating at Lucknow, at this 
time ro or 11 per cent. below the Reccarys of that place. I could not obtain better, and I 
believe that no perfon not known to poflefs your confidence and fupport, in the de ree that I am 
fuppofed to da, would have obtained nearly fo good terms: Fyzoola Cawn has invariably refufed 
at the Vizier’s Durbar more than five lacks for this very condition. 


‘<< I expected to have fet out on my return this day ; but the fhrofiing the money, and providing 
carriage for it, proves very tedious. 


s% I have taken from Fyzoola Cawn an engagement to afford no afylum to the Vizier’s 
.ryots. 


“< I cannot conclude this Ictter, without once more recommending to your notice the 
indefatigable attention, the extraordinary abilities, and incorruptible integrity, of Jehfufal 
Huffein Cawn. He is to you an invaluable fervant, and I fincercly with he was employed 
where he might perform more eflential fervice. 


Iam, with refpeét, &c. 


Rampore, 
(Signed) Wm. PALMER.” 


17th February, 1783. 


By the acreement thus concluded by Major Palmer, on the behalf of the Nabob Vizier, 
every pofiibility of future doubt or difficulty is removed; spd furely it was of the utmoft 
importance to Fyzoola Cawn, that an article of a treaty fo liable to mifconftruction as that 

was, 
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was, which bound him to furnifh the Vizier with two or three thoufand men, fhould be 
effectually explained. It was, therefore, a prudent and an economical agreement, on the 
part of Fyzoola Cawn, to free himfelf entirely from every obligation to afford military 
aid in future, by the payment of a prefent fine, and that fo moderate as fifteen lacks of 
rupees, 


I acquit Fyvzoola Cawn of having entertained hoftile defigns againft the Vizier; yet, notd 
withflanuing his pofitive denial of the fact, I did, and do itil] think the Nabob Vizier j::ftified 
by one inttance of his behaviour, in exacting trom him fome confideration for the improve- 
{tatc of his country znd revenue, derived s a contequence from the protection of the treaty 
fubäflinz with him. Tnis aro chiefly iem the encouragement given by Fyzoola Cawn 
to defertions of the Nabob’s tenants, who wcre known to have reforted to him in great numbers, 
which.s .« breach of one of the moft ancient and fundamental laws of all Indoflan. In the 
pre eet inftunce, it was agzravated by the acknowledged relation in which Fyzoola Cawn ftood 
to .be Nabob Vizier, as his titular vaflal. While this afforded a plea for a demand which 
Was ftrictly conformable to the ufages of Ind ftan, and no way contrary to treaty, I was 
induced to encourage the demand on the fame ground, becaufe I knew that Fyzoola Cawn 


was weil able toaniwer it; and fo in effect it provcd. 


I am alfo clearly of opinion, that Fyzoola Cawn deviated in other inftances, not only from 
the fpuit, but even from tne letter of his treaty. Major Palmer, in the letter which I have 
read, informs Mr. Brifow that Fyzoola Cawn denies his infringement of any one article of 
his treaty ; but Major Palmer aflerts, ** ‘hat the number of Rohillas, in Rampore alone, 
‘* certainly exceed» that limited by treaty for his fervice;’’ and he further fays, ** That from 
‘t gencral appearances, as well as univerfal report, it cannot be doubted that the jumma 
** (inconie) of his Jaghire is greatly increafed teyond the original grant ;”? and it has been 
pofitivety affzrted, that he obtained his Jaghire originally upon a falfe valuation. It is alfo 
an undoubted faét, that frequent difturbances were raifed in the Vizier’s country by the 
Rohillas ; and in particular, that Hoormut Cawn, one of the fons of Hafiz Rhamut, who 
had by indulgence been allowed to remain in Rohilcund, and who was aétually under the 
protection of Fyzoola Cawn at that time, raifed a party of eight hundred or a thoufand 

rmed Rohillas, before the fmallett intelligence was received of his defizgn, and with this ‘force, 
vhich was hourly enciealing, committed depredations in the Vizier’s territories in Rohilcund 
or feveral days before any effectual check could be given to him. 


I look back to the lenzth of this defence, and to fo long an intrufion on the time of this 
tiono arable Houfe, with a regret aggravated by the reflexion, that after all I may have been 
mi loyrd ina waite of argument; ter though the produétion to which I have replied, is 
uttled, ** An Article of Charge of High Crimes and Mifdemeanors ;” though it confifts of fo 
Ons, liboured, and methodical an arranrement, and I have ftudied it with all the accuracy of 
tteation wnich [ could give toit; yet am I ftill unable to draw from it any {fpecific Charge. 

know not whether it was intendcd to convey the charge of difobedience of orders, of oppref- 
ton, Of corruption, of cmbezzlement, of prohibited or unjuft war, or of breach of treaty, 
or none o' thile crimes are fpecified ; and the two laft of thefe only feem to be implicated in it, 
nd the firft fo remotely, that I fcarcely think myfelf warranted in fuppofing it. To thefe, 
owever, I have directed my defence, and with them, in the only mode in which I could 
e‘end myfelf again't all poffible and unknown imputations, by a pain j; S ee eee ee 
ranfactions in which I have had any participation with Fyzoota Cawn, and which could ferve 
itner as the ground of accufation or the refutation of it. 


With refpect to the mode in which this charge is drawn, I mean in the fubdivifions of it, 
muft throw my(cif upon the generofity as well zs the juftice of this Honourable Floufe, in 
i} confidence that they will acquit me of the imputations with vrhich thefe abound, on the 
redit of my refutation of thofe which ftand in the firft divifion or chapter, and to which 
one I have applied a minute and appropriate reply. 


That in an intercourfe of many years I have committed errors, I will not deny ; I have 
cknowledged it—and what mortil beins is exempt from the commiffion of error? But that 
have ever commiticd intentional wrong, I can truly and folemnly deny ; and I appeal to the 
idgm.nt of this Honourable Houfe for my complete acquittal of fuch a charee, if fucha 


sarge Q cs exilt asainit me; for illl I muft repeat that I have fought in vain to find it. 


Eo fum up the whole : let the chrrire, with my defence, be taken togcther, and they will 
w thet i was vigilant in my attention to Fyzoola Cawn; a Chief who from his fituation 
ght prove dangerous to the jntercits of the Company, and the ally of the Company ;— 


that 
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that I proteSted him again any eventual defign of his fuperior, in virtue of the Company’s 
guarantee ;—that [ drew from the connection a pecuniary aid to the Company, at a time when 
their wants moft prefingly required it, and without any moral objection made to it by the 
only perfon who hala right to obj2 to it;—that [ never fent a man in arms, nor fuffered 
one to be fent, again Fyzoola Cawn, our guarantee of the treaty ;—and I will add, with a 
reference to the records before this Honourable Houfe, and to the evidence of undoubted 
notoriety, that though the treaty with Fyzoola Cawn has now fubfifted above eleven years, 
his country has enjoyed, Pa A its protection, a {tate of undifturbed peace and improved 
cultivation; and is at this time in a more flourifhing ftate, both in population and 


revenue, than it was known to poffefs before the conclufion of his treaty with the Nabob 
Sujah ul Dowlah. 


Let it be remembered, that in all this time I held the firn lace in the Adminiftration of. 
the Government of Bengal, on which the fubfiftence of that treaty depended ; and from the 


effe&ts which I have detailed, let the integrity of my condu@ be inferred, and its influence 
allowed in their produétion. 


END OF THE FIRST VOLUME. 


